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An ANSWER to a late Pampblet , 
Intituled, Obedience and Sub- 
miſſion to the Preſent Govern= 
ment, Demonſtrated from Bishop 
Overall's Convacation-Book. 


HE Author for Introducti- 
on begins with charging the 
Non-(wearers with Malice 
or [onorarce, for reproach- 

| ing thoſe of the Church of 
Eng/and, who have taken the Oaths, 
with deſerting their Principles. 

Perhaps the Authour thinks it a ve- 
ry maliticus Thing in them, to be de- 
prived of their Liviogs and Preferments, 
(for what other Iſtances of Malice they 
have been guilty cf I cannot deviſe.) 
Well, it was /pr2brfully done of them 
to foſe their Livelyhocds, ardin ſuch a 
reflecting manner, to reproach thoſe 
who ſwore ,, and-kept-or advanced 
theirs: Whercas they might have ta- 
.ken th: Oaths, ard it they conld not 
with a gcod Conſcience , at leeſt they 
vupght'to have dane it to ſave the Rep 
putatior of their Brethren, The other 
Branch of the Charge is Ignorexce, and 
if by that the Authcur -means, That 
they doriot know, but thoſe have de- 
ferted their Principles, for my part, I 
confeſs the F.Ct, I am thus jgrorant, 
and 1 wonder when we ſhall be better 
inform'd. They have often been called 
upon to ſhew the Conſiſtency of their 
preſent PraCtices, either with the Ge» 
neral Principles of the Church of En- 
ow » Or With their own Principles 

eretofore, but they will rot youchſafe 
tO doe it. And for any thing this Au- 
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thour , or any other hath/f(aid, 'we- are 
ſtill like to be kept in Ignorance, - 

We confeſs plainly, we have not Skil 
to reconcile them, and we want their 
help, and if they will not afford it us, 
and reconcile them themſetves, whofe 
Fault is it ? 'Tis true, they ate not ſpi- 
ring of Arguments, taken out of: Pa#- 
ſon; the Jeſuite, and from the- Rebels in 
the Year 42. and from the Advocates 
of Crommwell's Uſurpation. Theſe we 
meet with in -every Pamphlet; but we 
hope we may. be pardow'd, -if we' db 
not take theſe for Principles of 'the 
Church of England, and a Man may 
look his -Eyes Gut,” before he can figd 
any other z and this Authour is the firſt 
that ever , pretended to produce any 
publck:ACt of the Church of Ewg/and 
in favour offuch Practices, and how 
fairly he hath done it, we ſhall'ſce by 
and by. 21303 5 5.7 . 

In the mean time, if what he alledges 
from thence were true, (2s it is not , ) 
it will. by ro means juftifie chem; fot 
it is at beſt Lut a pretence taken up af- 
ter theFadt, Andus a fubſequent-Law 
cannot condemn, ſo neither can't juſtis 
fie a Fact previous to it. And 1 pres 
ſume there is not one Gingle Perſon, Nut 
what had taken the Oath, either before 
the publicatioa of the Cortvecation Book, 
or without any reſpect to it : So that. 
whatever the Senſe or Authority of that 
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Convection may be, it fignifiesnothing 
to juſtifie or excuſe the Proceedings 
of thoſe who knew nothing of it, nor 
aRted with any minner of reference t5 
it. Let them ſh:w any other publick Act 
of the Church, any Opinion of one of the 
apprav'd Sons of the Church of England, 
the Praftice of any one that own'd her 
Principles, in favour of the Doctrines 
they now teach, and the Practices they 
now follow, and then they ſay fome- 
thing: But in vain do they pretend to 
Jaſtige them(ſclves from a Convocation» 
Book, when they had done the Fact 
betore they ever heard of, or ſaw the 
Book they pretend to juſtific themſelves 
by. This Anthour talks of Demonſtra- 
e:012 from this Book, but it concerns 
him, and others that call themſelves 
of the Church of E-gland, to demon- 
ſtrate it from ſomething elſ-, or they 
can never fſatisfie their Conſcienees, 
that they have aCted in Contormity to 
the Principles of the Church of England; 
for thoſe who had done the Bufineſs 
long before, can never ſhelter them- 
ſelves by any Proofs taken from this 
Book, if any fuch there be; and whe- 
ther there are or no, we come now to 
examine. 


The Authour ſays, That be lays down 
the Dofrme about Government and Al- 
legiance in four Propoſitions , {extrafied 
out of the Convocation-Bock, to which 
a/moſt the whole Controverfie may be re- 
ducd: 

And they are theſe : 


I. That the, Power of Kings tas origi- 
nally Patriarchal, Derived from God, and 
not from the People. 

2. That Deſcent in Hereditary King- 
doms, 11 the Ordinasy way whereby a Right 
and Title to the Crown 1: claimable. 

3. That mo Vizlence 1s to be uſed to 
Kings from thur own Subjes, for any 
Irrigularities thry commut, 

. That having Swarn Allegiance , to 


6 Prince, ws cannot, without the dread- 
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Full Guile of Pergury transferr our Aﬀey t- 


ance, whil/? hs continues to bavs an Au- 
thoritative Rizlt and Title ro the Crown. 


Now 'tis to be rememberd, that the 
Anthour faith, that theſe four Propr/t- 
tions are extract:d out of the Convocas 
tion Book. I ſuppole he does not mcan 
That they arc all there, in (> many 
Words, (tor that is not ſo; ) but that 
he hath in them delivered the ſ-nſe of 
the Convocation avout G,prmmnt and 
Allegtavic? 3 and whether he hath faith- 
fal'y done fo, is the ſubject of the pre- 
ſent Enquiry, And I ſhall ſhew, and 
(tnce the Autheur is delighted with 
the word ) demonſtrate, Tnat he hath 
omitted many things that are material, 
and pertinent to the preſent Contro- 
verfie about Government and Allegi- 
ance, That what he hath drawn up 
iato theſe Propoſitions, he hath in ſome 
of them (if not in all) curtail'd and di- 
miaiſh'd the full ſenſe of the Convoca- 
tion. That, above all, by adding words 
and Limitations, and Gloſſes, and Ex- 
plications, he hath deftcoy'd the Text, 
and perfectly corrupted and perverted 
their Senſe: I ſhall ſhew this in exa- 
mining the particulars. 


The fi:ſt Propoſition I ſhall examine 
laſt, becauſe the Authour builds upon 
it, and ſays, It rs the Ground-work of 
the whole Diſcourſe, and gives occaſion 
for Enquiry into it afterwards. 


The ſecond Propofition is thus in the 
Authour: That De/ceirit in Hereditary 
Kingdoms 15 the ordinary way whereby a 
Krighe and Title to the Crown 15 Claimas 
ble. And that we may be fure not to 
miſtake him, he adds, I ſiy, is the Or- 
dinary way: But I lay , that Ordin«ry 
&4y is his own, and not in the Text, 
nor can be made out in the ſenſe of the 
Autbour : For though there may be 
ſome extraardinary ways in hereditary 
Kingdoms, that may give a Right and 
Title to the Crown, bcktes Deſcent, as 
Ged's 


P.6, 


P. 4. 


L. 


P. 14- 


God's partieular Nomination and 

pointment, the Extinction or Submiſf1- 
on of the Right Heirs, Yet the Au- 
thour's extraordinary way is none of 


them: For thongh in explaining this 
Propoſition he tells us, (according to 
the Convocation, ) that the Lord may 
and is able to overthrow Kings, not- 
withſtanding any Claim, Right, Title, 
or Intereſt , that they can chalenge to 
to their Kingdoms; yet if he be conh- 
ſtent to himſelf, by all this he means 
only God's permiſſive Providence, in per- 
mitting another Perſon to take Ple(- 
fion of the Crown: And then I ſay a- 
gain, That this is not ihe Senſe of the 
Convocation, but the contrary ; and 
let any Man read the ſeventeenth Ca- 
non of the firſt Book, and he wil! ſoon 
be ſatisfied. If any Man ſhall effirm , 
That the Kingdem of Judah by Ged's Or- 
dinance going by Succeſſ#n, when one 
King was dead, b1s Heir was not in Rigbe 
their King , (hewbeit by ſome Athaliah 
be might b bindred from enjoying it , ) 
or that the People were not bound with- 
et any farther circumſtance, upon ſiffi- 
cient notice of they former King's death, 
ro bave obeyed bis Heir apparent, as their 
L awfull King, he doth greatly erre. 
From whence there 1s nothing more 
plain, than that the Senſe of the Gon- 
vocation is, That notwithſtanding any 
Uſurped Pofſeffion of the Crown, and 
ſuch as Atrbaliab's was, (which continu- 
ed ſome Tears, ) the People were bound 
to pay Obedicnce to the right Heir, as 
their lawfull King. And then I wonder 
what becomes of Poſſeſſion, and permiſ- 
five Providence: jk pe he the - 
thour can demonſtrate otherwiſe, he 
muſt firſt demonſtrate this Canon, and 
a great many other things out cf the 
Book. But of this more hereafter. 


The third Propoſition is, That noVi- 
olence 15 to be uſed to Kings for any Irre- 
gularities that they commit, This does 
not fully expreſs the Senſe of the Con- 
vocation, but the Authour's Comment 
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deftroys it. The Author, in explai- 
ning or proving this Propoſition, lays, 
For the Deftrine of Paſſive Obed1ence to 
a Government eſtabliſhed by Law, (then 
by the way, there 1s no Paſſive Obed- 
ence due to a Government not eftab/i- 
ſhed by Law, ) whether the Prince be 
Irnited, and jworn to govern by Laws 
choſen by the People, and enatted with by 
Conſent , or the Prince be abſolute, and 
br 1. ſitficiently declared, be the Law, 
is of abſolute neceſſity to the Support of 
any Government, From whence, it 
ſeems, that the Authour hath got Mr. 
Fobnſen's Paſſive Obedience, and limits 
it to the Lams, and not to the Pronce : 
And if fo, this is not only a plain Con- 
tradition to the Convocation, but to 
his own extracted Propofitionz for 
that is, That Kings are to receive no 
Violence from their Subjects for any Ir- 
regularities they commart. Now though 
Irregularities isa fine word, and not in 
the Convocation, yet I ſuppoſe the Au- 
thour does not mean lets by it, than a 
Prince acting and governing againſt 
Law, efpecially join'd with that Uni- 
verſal, for any Irregularities they com- 
mir. And then aſſume, that Paſſive 
Obedience is due to a lawfull Prince, 
notwithftanding, and upon his acting 
and governing againſt Law, And this 
I am ſure is the Senſc of the Convoca- 
tion; and if the Authour cannot tell 
how to extra this Propoſition, I have 
been ſo civil as to extraCt it for him. 


The fourth Propoſition is , That ha- 
ving /worn Allegiance to a Prince, we 
cannot, withoue the dreadfull Guile of 
Perjury, transfer our Allegiance , whilſt 
he continues to have an Authoritative 
Right and Title to the Crown, Now I 
would gladly know, from what place 
of the Convocation-Book this Propo- 
fition is extrated, The Print refers ug 
to Canon 36. but there is nothing in 
that Canon of Oaths or Allegiance, and 
therefore that I ſuppoſe is the Errone 
of the Preſs, and it ſhould be Can. 30. 
where 


Ibid. 


»kere there-is @mething of it, but not 
one word of the Authour's Limitation 
of the Contemuance of an Anthorita:uve 
R gbt and Tule, but the contrary, Iad- 
dus, when Alexander (having covers 
thrown Darius ) ſent to bim to afjiſt hun 
in b;s irs, and breome Trib::tary to the 
M1cedonians, 4s be had been to the Per- 
fins; return'd for Anſwer, That be 
mignt not yie'd thereto, begauſe be bad 
toon an Oath for bis true Allegrance to 
Paris, which he might not lawfully vis- 
late whiiſt Darius lzv'd, Now I ſuppoſ? 
that whi/ſt Darius i'd, is not whillt 
he continued to have an authoritative 
Rizht and Title, and he muſt have an 
extraordinary Faculty at Demonſtration, 
that can demo: ſtrate them to be the 
lame; and beſides, the Convocation 
ſuppoſes that Darizs had not at that 
time that authoritative Title the Aus 
thonrr mentions; for they tell us ex» 
preſly, that this was &h:n Darius @as 
eſcaped by Flight, after his Army was d:/- 
emfced: Ard therefore once again I 
delire the Favour, that the Authour 
would tell me, where he had this Au- 
thoritative Right ard Ticle; for there is 
not one word of it in the Convocation 
Book, nor any thing like it. I know 
the Authoar is refolred to have it, and 
therefore preſently adds, I fay, Autbori- 
1a'rue Right and Title, We'l the Au- 
thour may ſay what he pleate, What is 
that to me, or t6 the buſineſs? Tie 
Qu1cition is not what the Authour ſays, 
but what the Qonvocaticn ſays. The 
Authour perhaps may think it better to 
transfcr his Allegianee to. any Power, 
than to be bound up by his Oath; and 
if he like it , he may enjoy his own hu- 
mour ; but then let him not father this 
upon the Convocation, and niake them 
lay what thry never intended, nor 
thought on. The Authour goes on, 
The Caſe may ſo baypen, that theſe being 
Separated, the Claim of Right, witbour 
the Authority, cannot cha/lenge our Alle- 
fiance, The contrary to which is as 
capreſly delivered and aflerted by the 
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Convocation, mpg enss, '23 in 
the Caſe of Foaſh and Athaliab, (Chap. 
and Can, 23.) where, notwithſtanding 
Fo.f/s had none of our Authou.”s Au- 
thoritdtive Right and Title, and had 
onely Clarm of Right, without the A:;+ 
thority, © Yet when Feborada called the 
** People together, and being acquain= 
* ted with the Preſervation of their 
* Prince, they all together by a Cove- 
* nant acknowledged their Allegiance 
* to him, as unto their lawfull King ; 
and in conſequence of that flew Atha- 

liab the Uſurper. And the Convoca- 

tion adds, That * Ia all the proceſs of 
* which action nothing was done which 

© God himſelf did not require at their 

* Hands and the Reaſon of this they 

« pire, Foaſh, their late King's Son, 

* being then their onely natural Lord 

* and Sovereign , although Atbaliah 

* kept him for fix Years from the Pol- 

© ſeffion of his Kingdom. 

This is plain enough, and needs no 
farther infifting on; and what Opinion 
ſoever our Authour may have of his 
own Notion, Tvat the Claim of Rizbe, 
without the Authority , canmde challenge 
Allegiance: Yet I hope he will heceat- 
ter be carefull how he aſcribes it to the 
Convocation, Lam contented to own 
with the Authour, That the Caſe may 
ſo happen, that Authority (in the Au» 
thour's Senſe) and Right may be ſepa- 
rated ; but the Queſtion is, whether Al- 
legiance may be {eparated from Right , 
and transferred to Authority without 
Right. That the Authour does, but 
the Convocation never alerted: It is 
plain in the foregoing Ioftance, That, 
according to the Convocation, Right 
without Authority may and ought to 
challenge Allegiance ; and it is as plain 
from the ſame and other Inſtances, that 
Authority without Right"cannat chal- 
lenge it. There are indeed fome 1n- 
ſtances of transferring Allegiance, men- 
tioned and juſtified in the Gonvacation 
Book; and our Auth6ur, and. fome 


others, preſcatly conclude from thence, 


That 


P.41, 42, 


That they Juſtifie paying and transfer- 
ring Allegiance te any Perſon poſſ: lcd 
ot Power, though without Right, nay, 
*Rainſt it. And this is a fondamental 
Miſtake , and atiſes for want of Confi- 
dering, That in theſe Cafes the Convo- 


cation ritver requires , nor juſtifies the 


transferring Allegiance, but oaly where 
the Right is transferred likewiſe, Thus 
in the Caſ: of Jeb», the Convocation 
expreſly aſſerts, That Febu wasthe /aw- 
full King, and Joram was then his Sub- 
ject ; (s, e.) the Right was in Febu, and 
not in Jeram. Soal'o of Abd, when 
he was authoriſed to kill the King of 
Fg'on; he was firſt made a Judge, 
Prince, and Ruler, and the Convoca- 
tion ſays expreſly, That © It is not 
© |2wfull for any Perſon whatſoever, 
«* ypoa pretcnce of any Revelation, In- 
* ſpiration , or Commandment from 
« God, either to touch the Perſon of 
« his Sovereign, or to bear Arms a- 
* painft him, except God ſhould firſt 
* advance the ſaid Perſon from Ms pri- 
« vate Eſtate, and make him a King. 
So that 'tis plain, in the ſenſe of the Con- 
vocation, there was fi:ſt cnely a Right 
before Allegiance became due, and they 
chaleng'd All:zgiance by virtue of that 
Right. And the ſame may be faid of 
their Submiſſion and Obedience to the 
Baly onians, the Perſians, Macedonians 
and the Romars, all meationed and ju'- 
tified by the Convocation Book, theſe 
reſpective Gorerr.ments had a Right of 
Government over the Jews, though 
not in the ſame manner with the for 
mer by Gods expreſs Nomination, yet 
they acquired a Right by the Submiſ- 
fhon and acknowledgment of thoſe, in 


,2 whom the Right was; And- for the, 


Proof this I ſhall look no farther 
than our Authour, who tells vs expret- 
ly (4g. $9. ) That the Kyrrga of Uracl 
and Tadah, became nat cly Ir abutary but 
Subje&s 10 the Kings of Babylon. Ard 
then I verder what the Authour means 
by Saying upun this Propoſition, (P4x: 
5.) That the Clazm of. Rigbt without the 
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Authority cannot challenge Aﬀegiance, az 

in the Caſe of the Kings of lirazl and - 

dah, that were led Captive by the Baby- 

lonians, who they ſurvived tn Babylon, 

ard ſome of them out of Canſinement. For 

what it they did ſurvive, and whether 

they were in or out of Conftinement, 

yet, being SubjeRts, what Claim of Right 

had they * And4 the Authour himlcf 
ſays, that, berng Suljets, whatever other 

du:y might, yet Allegrafice cruld no way 

be due to them; and what Right ſoever 

they might have before, by becoming 

S:ly. as, they had transferred it to the * 
King whoſe Subjefs they were; and 

that with the Submiſſion of the People 

I hope was iufficient to make a Right 

in thoſe Princes to that Government , 
and in conſequence of that Right to 
make Allegiance to became due: So 
that however the Authour may con- 
tradict himſelf, it is plain in ail the In- 
ſtances the Convocation mentions and 

juſfites, Allegiance followed Right, 
and not merely Pofſefiinn, or (as war 
Authour calls it) Authority. 


It is objeQted from Jo/ephrs, (L.1r. 
C. 8.) That ( whatever be might anſwer) 
Jaddus aQuzlly became a Subjeft to Alex- 
ander while Darivs was alzve, and a:iſo 
before be was totally and finally ſubdued : 
For Joſephus tells us, that after rhe taking 
of 1 yre, Alexander being 4d: /bleaſed with 
Jaddus's Anſwer, cam? dne#iy to Jeruſa» 
lem, pon whoſe approach Jaddus in bis 
Pontifical Attire meets him. and ſubmits 
to hum, and Alczander, inſtead of exccu- 
ting his reveuge, falls down before bim, as 
bavm?y in a Viſion at Dio ſeen a Perſon 
ſo attired, Kc. | 


To this I anſwer; 


I That the Story it ſelf is very ſuf 
P1tiOus- 

Il. If it were true, it would not 
prove what it is alledged for. 


B/, IL The 


J 
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. The Story is, very ſufpitious, np- 
on theſe two Arcounts : 


1. No Authour, befiles Joſerb is, 
and thoſe that had it from him, men- 
tions or takes notice of any luch thing. 
There is not: the leaft footitep of it in 
Diedorus Siculus, or Plutarch, or Qu1n- 
tus Curtius, Or Arian, or F:jtm, all 
very good and diligent Hiſtorians ; and 
(to ſay the Truth of them) every one 
ct them a- more creditable Authour 
than Joſephus. Drodorus Siculus was 
mach nearer the time, and wrote 160 
years before Frſephus, and each of them 
gives a punCtual account of the whole 
Progreſs of A/cxander, and yet not one 
word of Fadd:iz, or Jeruſalem, Now 
if it weie true, as Jo/-pbus records, it 
is as memorable a pallage as any in the 
whole Expedition; and it is a itrange 
thing, that tho'e who are ſo punctual 
as to tell us of his wanting Sleep, cf 
his Dreams, and of his taking Phyfick, 
ſhould yet pretermit, and filently paſs 
over a thing every way ſo remarkable. 
And what is yet more ſtrange, if Foſc- 
Fbus be in the right , they tell us the 
clean contrary, viz. That from the 
Siege of Tyre Alexander went directly 
to Gaze, an2 ſoon into AZzypr, to the 
Temple of 7:/piter Hamon, and ſo from 
place to place, till he came-to G 
mela, where he tought the laſt Battle 
with Darzus. . 


2. The Difficulty of reconciling it 
with Chronology. Joſephus tells us, 
Tha: Manafics tbe younger Brother of Jad- 
dus, married the Daugbter of Sanballat, 
and for which Jaddus depoſed bim from 
the Pracſthood, and Sanballat for to en- 
courave bum, by leave obtained from A'e- 
xander, built a Temple inSamaria, and 
made Munafſes High Prieſt. Now San- 


£.13. bdllat was Prefect of Syris, and Gover- 
4.1. nour of the Samaritans, . when Nebs- 
6.1. mah built the Walls of Feruſalem, and 
2.1, diftaebed the Bailding, Go, This was 


— _—— ——— yy —— 
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the 20th Year of Artaxerxes L1yginnae 
nu, Now from the 20h Year of Ar- 
raxerxes, to the taking of Tyre, is 115 
Yrars, and it 1; thus cumpate : 


Years, 

Artaxzrxes Longimanus reigned 41 
Darius Nothus 19 
Artaxerxcs Mnewwn 43 
Ob 23 
Arſes 3 
Darius Colomanus 6 

135 


From which ſubtraft 20 of Artaxerxrs 
Lowgimanus, and there reinains I15, 
N »iv as Calviſtus obſerves, th: Goavern- 
mzut of Syria and Samaria, being a 
Place of great Authority and Truft, 
Sawbiilat, when the Government was 
conferred upon him, coald not be a 
young Man, but of good Yrars and Ex- 
perience;z and the leaſt we can ſuppaſe 
him to be at the beginning of his Ga- . 
vernment, { and how long that might 
bz before N:hemiab's going up to Feru- 
ſalem, the Scripture is filent ; but it is 
certain, that it was before, ) is of the 


Age of 30, And add this ty the for- 
mer Account, 
115 
30 


N 145 
And then Sanballat at that Time muft 
be Oac bundred fourty and fire years 
old. 
And it is to be obſcry'd, that this is 
the ſhorteſt Computation, and I believe 


- the trueſt, Thoſe who reckon Sozdia- , 


nus, and a ſecond X-rxes, as Kings of 
Perſia, make it yet longer. And Fad- 
dus and Mmnaſſes could not be much 


' younger: Far that N:b:muab (Ch.,r5, 


27.21.) takes notice of this Marriage 
with the Daughter of $anball/at, and 
(Ch. 12. ver. 22. ) intimates Iaddus's 
then being High Prieft., Now Brietius 
tells us, That Nebsmyjab dyed he) laft 

far 


os —D—— 


3529. 


Year of Arrdzer3e! Longhmanut , and 


Annia!. ad from the Death gf Artaxerxes, to the 
An. Min, *aking of Tyre, as appears by the Com- 


putation, is 94 Years. Now how long 
Nehemiah wrote his Look before he 
dy'd docs not appear; nor is it certain 
how old Laddus and Maraſſes then were : 
But it is plain, That Maneſſes, the 
younger Brother, was then married; 
and *tis probable Iaddus was then High- 
P:ieft, and I think the leaſt we can al- 
low for the time of Nebemiab's living, 
after he ended His Book , and for the 
marriageable Age of Manaſſes, and 
then for Jaddus's Age, as elder than 
bim, the leaft we can allow is 3o Years, 
and it is very probable it was much 
more. To this add 94, the former 
Computation, anl then Jaddrs, at that 
time 7oſephus faftens this Story, muſt 
have been 124 Yearvold. | 
And this is the leaſt and loweſt ac- 
count: But if we take Joſephus his 
Computation, it will be yet much bon- 


ger; for he tells us Nebemiab built the 


Walls of Jeruſalem the 28th Year of 
Xerxes, and dyed ſome time after. 
And then from the Death of Xerxez, 
accounting 10, it will be 41 years more, 
even all the time of Artaxerxes Lon- 
grmanis, and then I:ddus muſt have 
_ One hundred fixty and five Years 
© * 

Years. 

41 
124 


i165 


Theſe are Difficulties that have per- 
plexed 21! Chr ers, awd ſome fin- 
ding it impoſſible to reconcile it, have 
been tempted to reject this Story of 
Iaddus and Senballat, as a mere Inven- 
tion of Joſephus. 

There are but two things ſaid, that 
will make this Account of fa 
much as probable ; but both of them 
are as mnaccountable as Joſephus him- 
ſelf. Some, as Calviſinr,, Kc. ſet the 


(5) 


going of Nebemiab to Jeruſalem fixty 
Years forwards in the Reign of Artax- 
erxes Mnemon; But all thoſe that do 
ſo, fix the Time of finiſhing the ſecond 
Terapic {to make their Account hang 
together, } n6t in the Reign of Darius 
Hrſtaſpii,, but of Dari Netkies, But 
this (befides that it is againlt the-Judg» 
ment of Clemens Alexarinus , Euſebi= 
123, and all Chronolopers till Sca/rger, ) 
inftead- of clearing one Difficulty, it 
makes more and greater: For if the 
ſecond Temple was fitiſhed in the 
Reign of Darivs Nothns, then Exra, 
and all thoſe that faw the firſt Tempe, 
and ſurviv'd the buitding of the ſecond, 
muſt have been at leaſt x80 Years old; 
and then alſo Zerubbabel and Jeſbua 
muft have lived 'to 145 Years. The 
Compute is thus: The Temple of 
Solomen was deſtroyed in the Eleventh 
Year of Jedechiab, and that Tas eleven 
Years aftec the beginning of the B.by- 
loniſh Captivity. The Captivity laſted 
70 Years, and all agree that theſe 70 
Years ended ſome time in the Reign of 
Cyrus, and probably three Years befare 
his Death. Now from thoſe 3 years cf 
Cyrus, to the 6:b of Darius Nothus, in 
which { faith Calviſizs, and thoſe that 
follow that Account}) the ſecond Tem» 
ple was finiſhed, is 115 Years. 


Years. 
Cyrus - 3 
Cambyſez 7 
Inter, Mag. I 
Darius Hyſlaſpis oo 
MKerxes 21 
Artax. Longim, 41 
Darius Noth 6 

115 © 


To this add 59 years of the Captivity, 
and 6 years to a Child to lodge any 
thing in his memory : , and then Eqr4 
and he reſt muſt have bcen of the 
age of 180, 


, 
reels 
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Compare 


Now that Egra was living at the De- 


2 kin. 25. $-ution of the firſt Temple appears; 


18. 21, 
and Ezra 
2-1. ; 


Thid. 
P.151. 


for that his Father Seramb was then 
flain by Nebuchadnex7ar. And that fe- 
veral others, who ſaw the f£i-t Tem- 
ple, and were returned from Captivity, 
and living at the building the ſecond, 
is evident from the Prophet Hagges, 
Ch. 2. ver, 3. Foo 1:5 left you 
that ſaw this Houſe 1 ber firſt Clay? 
And bow do ye ſec it now? I; it not in 
your Eyes in compariſon of it as nothing ? 
Catvifi..s takes notice of this, pretending 
to anſwer 2, by ſaying, that theſe words 
do not mean , as if any one that hadl 
ſeen So/omon's Temple was thea alive ; 
but they are ſo to be taken, as if he 
had ſaid, If, or 05 that ary of yau bad 
ſ-en, &c. in the ſame manner that ouc 
SavViour's Words are to be underſtood, 
W'Voat man among you , baving an bun- 
dred Sheep ,-&c. and that they might 
colle& the largeneſs *of the Temple 
from the Foundations of it , and from 
the compals of "Mount Moria. As if 
the Prophet had onely ſpoken a Para- 


ble to them, or-as if by ſeeing the Glo- 


77, he only meaut the Rbbiſe: Whereas 
"tis plain, that the Prophet does not 
mean_fight in Imaginaticn ard allu- 
fively , but actual Teeing, and ſuch as 
whereby they might compare 0:e with 
the other, I; 17 not in your Eyes im com- 
pariſon of jt as notbing ? and how could 
that be, except their Eyes had ſeen the 
Glory of the firſt Temple, as well as the 
meanne(s of that they then ſaw ? And 


" Why ſhou'd the ſame word (ſee, ) and 


relating alſo to the comparing one ob- 
jet of Sight wiff{ another, in the ſame 
linz; be underft3od in two different 
denſes, in a metaphorical am a proper 


ſenfe ; and if.not , then they.aQoally , 
and in-a proper ſenſe ſaw the Temple 
in her firſt G'ory, as they did fee it in 
the mean condition it then was. * And 
this is the ſenſe of all theT:terpreters 
I have met with, and particularly of 
St. Hierem, (im locum,) And the Pro- 
phet plainly ſeems to refer to that of 
Exra, Ch,3. ver. 12. and which was 
but 12 or 13 Years before, The Prieſts 
and Fathers that were ancient Men, and 
had ſeen the firſt Houſe, when the Foun- 
dation of this H'uſe was laid before thew 
Eyes, w:pt with a loud voice, and many 
ſboured a.oud for joy. And this I hope 
is not a Scene in the Fancy, or merely 
ſcing the Foundations: For why ſhould 
the fight of the Rubbyjh fo mightily af- 
fe@t them ? Or what necd the meation 
of ancient Men? Or what could be the 
Reaſon of that great difference, that 
ſume ſhould weep with a loud Voice, 
and others ſhout for joy, for all (aw 
the Foundations alike ; and the young 
Men ſaw them as well as the ancient 
Pricfts and Fathers. It is plain there- 
fore,, That ſome of thoſe that were at 
the building of the ſecond Temple , 
ſaw the fic't Temple in its Glory, and 
while it ſtood ; but then it is as plain, 
that the ſecond Temple was finiſh'd in 
the Reign of Darius Hyſtaſpis, and con- 
ſequently that Exreand N-bemiah went 
up to Jeruſalem, not in the Reign of 
Artaxerxes Mnemon, but of Artaxer- 
xes Longananus; and then it will fol- 
low, that if Sanballat liv'd to the time 
of Alexander, he muſt at the Siege of 
Tyre have been 145 years old. 

But however Calviſkus thought be 
had pot an Anſwer to that of Haga! ; 
yet the caſe of Zerubbabel and Zſbus 
perplexes him, aud te does not know 
what to lay to it: © For it is plain that 
Zerubbabel and FrſÞ:1ab (the one as Go- 
vernour, the other as High Prieft) went 
up to Jeruſalem upon the Edict of Cy- 
r41, and' continued in their reſpective 
Stations till the Temple was finiſhed , 
aud probably forme time after ; but if 

that 


Zach 4-9» 


Magna eft hee di- 
 flantia, cnyus exem- 
plum par mnuila alta 


hiſtoria dars poteſt. 


Animadse. in Eu- 
ſeb. Chron. p- 90. 


that Temple was not finiſh'd 'till the 
6th. of Darius Nothus then both Je- 
rubbabel and Feſhua muſt have been of 
the Age of 145. which is the ſame dif- 
ficulty with Senba/lat; for from the 
Edit of Cyrus to the 6th. of Darius No- 
thus is, as appears before, 115 years; and 
to this'a('d 3o, as a Competent age to 
quilifie them for ſuch great. Offices, 
and that makes 145. 

Caluifius plainly confeſ- 
ſeth, That this is a great 
diſtance, and that there is 
not the like Example in a- 
ny other Hiſtory. Tknow 
Scalzger makes nothing of 
ir, asSif it had been a very 
ordinary matter for men 
to live {0 leng ; but for all 
That .it would. have puzzied him, to 

have given but a few Inſtances; and 
thoſe that have been they are famous, 
and as niuch taken notice of by Hiſto- 
rians,-as great Pcodigies ; and that al- 
ſJo'{like our od Parr) though it be of 
Men of the moſt private condition and 
extratios, and much more if it were 
of Princes and Governours; and yet 
ncither Foſcphbus himſelf, nor any 0- 
ther Hiſtorian takes the leaft notice ci- 
ther of Zerubbabe/ or Feſbua, or of San- 
baliat, muah, or laddus, living to 
any wonderful Age. And this I think 
is another prejudice to the Story, 
But there is one thing more, and 
which I take to be full out as wonder- 
ful, and that is, that Zerubbabe! ſhould 
continue Governour of the Jews ( as 
he muſt do, if Calvi/ius bein the right ) 
under 7 Succeflive op Perſia, and 
theſe of ſuch differing Tempers and In- 
clications,ard eſpecially with reſpect to 
the Aﬀiirs of Judes; inch inſtances are 
2s rare in the World, and perhaps more 
rare, than for a Man tolive to 150 or 
+ 200 Years. This Chronologers and 
Hiſtoriaps ( as far as my reading ſerves ) 
, do-not take notice of, and yet I think 
it perplexes the ' Cauſe as much, 'and 
45 as hardly to be. reconcil'd to the 


cs 


common Obſervations among Mev, ag 
ſuch wonderful long lives. 

Theſe are difficulties that are not 
eafily reconcil'd ; and therefore ſome 
take another way, and ſuppoſe 


that 
there were 2 Sanba/lats, and 2 vury 


one in the time of N-h:mizh, and 
other of Alexander 3 but. befides that, 
Foſephus, nor no other Hiſtory intimate 
any ſuch thing : It would be one of the 
ſtrangeſt accidents in the World ; for 
to make the Story compleat, you muſt 
not only ſuppoſe two Senballars, and 
two Ladduſes, but that cach of the Ld- 
duſes had a Brother, which Married 
the Daughter of each of the Sanballats, 
and for which refpetirely they were 
depos'd from the Priefthood, Now ſuch 
a concurrence of allcircumſtancesis like 
the Platonich year ; andis not likely to 
return ſooner, Or if ſuch a ſtrange thing 
ſhould happen , is it probable that all 
Hiſtories would have beenfileht of it ? 


gument of, of draw any inference in 
reference to practice from ſuch a doubt- 
ful and ſuſpitious Story, _ For if it will 
not be pap__ ( as I ſuppoſe it will not 
very eahly ) that there were 2 ſuch Son- 


' ballats,Ladduſes, Daugbters,and Brothers, 


if it will not be granted that Era, and 
thoſe that ſarviv'd the Captivity and the 
Building the ſecond Temple, liv'd to a= 
bore 180 years, or that Zerubbabel and 
Jeſhus, liv'd each of them'to near 150, 
and ( which is all out as ftrange) that 
Jerubbabel and Jaſhus continued Go- 
vernour and High Prieft under 7 ſuc- 
cefdive Kings of Perfia; or if it will not 
be granted that Sanballat liv'd to above 
145, and Iaddus himſelf to above 124, 
and all theſe mighty Ages not in-the 
leaſt mentioned by any Hiftorian, then 
it will tollow that the Story of Sanbalar 
and Iaddus, with reſpedt to the Times 
of Alexander, is a miſtake in Joſephus. 
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Hiftorias in utraque 
parts adeo man;feſtas 
eſſe, ut neceſſe fic in 
Mraq ie feritentts al- 
terumius birum wil 

ſux £5 Zorobabe- 

| , Ve N-hemie & 
Sanvalleti, rantam £- 
#atem c:ncedere, que 
or (1t 4nmy cen- 
gum © qiadraginta, 
Ibid. p. 14% 
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And it is farther to be obferr'd that, 
the placing of Sanb4llar and Iaddis to 
the Times of Alexander, is a main 
ground of this perplexity among Chro- 
nologers, whereas had they rejected 
7-/epbas's Authority in this, as they do 
1a other matters relating to the Perſian 
M-narchy,_they would not have been 
pit upon ſuch difficulties, as to allot 
fuch mighty Ages to particular M:n. 


Calvifius ſays, That the 
Hiſtories on both ſides ('. 8. 
the Account of Foſephus , 
"and his own) are ſo mans- 
feſt, that whoever takgs e1= 
ther of them, ut # neceſſ 5- 
77 to affizn either to Jelhu- 
ah and Z:rubbabel, or to 
Nehemiah and Sanballat,cn 
Age of above 140 Tart. 
And this ix true enough, if 
Foſepbis his, Account be- 
admitte1; bat if it be re- 


ther from him that 1; Fa- 
thr in Law to one of the 
Sons of Joiada, whom Ne- 
hemiah mentions, or elſe 
Joſephus rs equally falſe and 
contrary to. himjeif, in de- 
termunng the Age m which 
Sanballat {iv'd , ar bt 15 in 
almoſt all the Chronology of 
the Perfjan Monarchy. 
Fobannes Temporari#s in 
his Chronology, {. 3. p.197. 
ſpeaking of this matrer , 
fays, Tovat Iaddus and San- 
ballat, which are ſpoken of 
{0 -xany either they are 
vers from thoſe mentioned 
by Ezra; or, which I r4- 
ther ſuſpe# , they are the 
moſt vain Fifkons of Joſe- 
hus himſelf, concerning 
dius and Sanballat. 


filiorum Toiade fi; 
Eliaſhibi Sozers, cuyus 
memme Nehem. cap. 
wit, aut £9ue falſus, G 
fibi 1pſt contrarims e(f 
Joſephus, in definien- 
do Seculd Sanballeti , 
ac in pleraque alia 
Chronologis Monar- 
chig Perſise. De E- 
meadat. Temp. p.65- 


Rddus (9 Sanbat- 
lattis, qui 19 Hiſtoria 
Joſephi recenſentur , 
aut alis ſunt ab 113 qui 
ab Ezdra memorantur, 
vel, guod mags ſuſpt- 
cor, vaniſſima ſunt Je- 
ſephi Commenta de [- 
addo (9 Sanballate, 


But beſides theſe Difficulties in Chro» 


jected, then there would 

RN of ——_—_— live - fuch 

igious Ages, to 1 up the ſpaces. 

Let it be but granted that Joſephud is 

out in his Account of Sanb and 

Iaddus, (as he is notorioafly in o:her 

matters relating to thoſe times3) aud 

then the Times would be conpated 

by more moderate and accountable 

Chrono!'o= Ages, And the Jewiſh Chronologers 


, gia ),vid da not only condemn Foſepb us in other 


Ganz, c4;- matters, but in this very particular 
#4 perV or- they afirm, That the Temple, on 
ftium. Mount Gitiz:m was built long before 
. 237. the: Times of Alexaider 5 and that zl 
246. the time of Alexander Simeon juſt 15 
59. was High Prieſt : Now Simon juſtus 
was the Son of Oni4z, and the Grand- 

l fon of Laddis. 
And (to ſay no more) we have the 
Judgments of two very confilerable 


l Authours, and who were not at all 


concerned in the preſent Controverſic, 

and which I ſuppoſe was never befoce 
ſtarted, Oar excellent Ly- 

Wimirum aut bic diat, ſpeaking of Senba/las, 

glins fuit 6 69 wnins ſaith, Eigber cbr 041 ano; 


notogy, there are ſeveral Inconſiften- 
cies in the Story it ſelf, noted by Salioy, 
as that the Phencor and Chaldems, 
who followed Alexander, thought to 
have plund-re4_ the City 3; and how 
ſhould he have Chaldeomn in his Army, 
when as yet he had not taken xr ar 
nr come near to Cheldez ? epbug 
a little "after ſays, that the Jews be- 
fought Alex , | that he would fuf- 
fer the b »s who lived about Babyton 
and M44, to uſe their own Laws and 
Rites; and which he freely granted : 
Wac-eas at that time he had not con- 
que-e4t Babylon,nor M-41a, norſo much 
as been at them. He teils us that the 
Army was aftoniſhed to ſee Mexander 
worſhip Iiddus; and Permento axked 
h n, how he that was adored by all, 
ſh »ald hi nf now adore the High- 
Pricit of th! Jews 3 whereas at that time 
A':x1mnier never thought of being a- 
dor'd, or did believe himſelf the Son of 
Za ter, that Naneſs came apen him 
in X21, and which was not till a 

year after. 
And gow dorg any man think, that 
o - 


An. Mani 
3722, 
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Qui Autherizate Jo- 
fephi nutwitur, wii 
infiſtunt Fundaments 
vaide /ubrico (9 infir- 
mo, Et paulo polt, 
Cum circa bec _ 
r4 Joſephus 5&4 aber- 
reg, quss tute ipfinns af+ 


Foreſt ? bid->.1 49. 


a Story that is thus clogg'd , with 6 
many. and thoſe _inſuperable D.ficul- 
ties s fit to make an A1gument of, or 
that any regular Inference , or Conclu- 
fion can be drawn from thence in re- 
ference to our practices, eſpecially in.a 
matter of ſuch mighty weight and con- 
cernments, as that which is before us ? 
It is worth the while to obſcrve the 
account Calviſius gives us 
of Joſephus, and bis Hiſto- 
ry of thoſe Times. They 
_ that reſt upon the Autborj- 
ty of Joſephus, ſtand upon 4 
very ſlippery and weak Foun- 
datszon, And farther adds, 
When Joſephus x ſo much 
out concerning theſe times, 
who can ſafely grve Credit to 
what be afſſert:? Now this 
Story of Laddus and Alex- 
ander, and the affigning of Sanbalat 
and Iaddwus to that time, ſtand purely 
upon the Authority of Foſepbus, and 
not only ſo, but in a manner contrary 
to much better authority - But howe- 
ver, if that Authority (in matters rela- 
ting to thoſe. times) be not ient to 


ebere 


berely'd on, then it follows, that the 


; ppon a Foundation 
ſlippery and infirm, is not of ſuſfici- 
ent Authority to be drawn into an Ar- 
t. And it is not onely Calvifus, 
t all Chronologers give us the 
CharaQter of Foſepbus; and his Errours 
and Miſtakes concerning thoſe times 
ave (v age ory wndcy he 5m 
any man , that vpon Pri 
of Sincerity, very fearfull to Deke 
ample taken out of him, in matters of 
PraQtice ; for however Chronologers 
may diſpute, and whatever 
may be raiſed in matters of leſs mo- 
ment, yet when it comes to a point of 
Conſcience, Men that have a care of 
their Souls, will hardly venture to at 
one 


(11>) 


Example -is at bit but a. gory, one; 
but it muſt Le yay poor indeed, when 
the Example it «lt is donbtiuil. The 
PraQtice of the High PricRt in that cor- 
rupt State of the Jewiſh Church, vill 
not fignifie much to us, and no more 
in this than in their other Immor!:- 
ties; ard Iaddus becomirg a ſubk&to 
Alexa der, contrary to his Oath, is no 
more a Pattern for us to follew, than 
Eliaſtb's building a Chamber in the 
T<mple for Tob1ab, is an argument for 
us to a& contrary to the expreſs Laws 
of God; But then it muſt needs fignt- 
fie much leſs, when that PraCtice wants 
ſufiicient Clearneſs and Evidence to 


prove it. 

If it be faid here , That wherber the 
Story be true or no, the Convocation ſecs 
to beliere it , and bave inſerted part of 
it ints the Convecation Book; arid ut 
rot the matter of Fat, but their Snſe 
we are exguiting mio: I (ay lo too; 
but I ſay bkewite, That their Seuſe js 
not to be extended beyond their werds, 
nor are they to be made Parties to any 
more of the Story than they have in- 
ſerted in their Book. 

They mention and thereby.approve 
Liddus's Anſwer to Alexander, that he- 
had ſworn to Derius; and 
therefore could not violate his Oath fo 
long as Darn liv'd. And from thence 
we may couclude, that their Senſe is, 
That an Oath of Allegiance was bin- 
c_—__ a-Prince, fo ns <3 lived, 

not given.up ig though> 
he was beaten in the Ficld, and fled be» 
fore his Enemies. 

But for the other part of the tory 
of Laddu; ſubmitting to Aexander while 
Darius was living, the Convocation 
takes no Notice of it, nor does it any 
where appear, that they thought Darj- 
1s was then living ; and tberetore from 
rap Wie can be concluded as to 


thoſe who from the ia- 
toa 


Nel. 13-44 
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Nath to a lawful Ring, who is alive, and 
'nlafts upon his Right.,, Whether they 
argue from the Story,or from the Con- 
vocation Book ? If from the Story, it is 
falſe, or at leaſt ſuſpitious. If from the 
Convocation Book, they lay nothi-g of 
it, And if there be nothing in the 
Premilles, there muſt be likewiſe no- 
thing in the concluſion. But, 
2.*Gcant the ſtory trae, it is not to 
the purpoſe it is urg'd for. rr 
tells us that God appeared to Iadd is in 
2 Dream, and warn'd him to ſubmit ta 
Alexander, and to meet him in that 
Solemn manner he did. So that this 
is a fingular and exempt Caſe, and falls 
within the Circumſtances of F:bu and 


Abud. © 


Tf it be ſaid, That Prophecy at that 
time was departed from the Tewiſh 
Church, and thererefore they could not 
bye any Revelation. | 


I anſwer , That Haggai and Zacha- 
1143, and after them Malachs, prophe- 
fi:d in the. time of the ſecond Temple, 
and it is, generally concluded for the 
ſpace of 40 Years. And after them they 
had an inferiour degree of Prophecy, 
which lafted for a time, as the 
Bath Kol. ani probably ſome other 
ways, as by Dreams, &c. 

It was always the Cnftom in the Jew- 
iſh Church, in Caſes of great Extremi- 
ty and Emergency, to have recourſe to 
God for ſome expreſs Revelation, what 
they ſhould do. And here Foſepbus tells 
ns, were all the Preparations'to it : 
They fafted anfl prayed, and the next 
night God appeared to Teddus, (howe- 
ver as we have the Story from Foſepbus, 
ſo we muft take it all fromthim, and 
he tells expreſly, that God appeared to 
bim, ) and ordered him ſo to doe, and 

God's appearmg and Command ftands 

vpn the fame Authority with- all the 
-xeſt of "tht Story. And. then It is 
wholly befilles the purpoſe it is allead- 
.ged for: For there ig-a wide diffcrence 


+ #4. ones DIST 
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between acting by common and ftan- 
_ om and by expreſs Revelation : 
and if har gp opmarnmmoyy will _ us 

ex evelation for what they 
ik as TIzdds had, then they (ay ome- 
thing ;z but till they can ſhow that, this 
Example of Iadduz, if it were true, will 
doe them no Service, 


$ now come to confiler the fi:ft 
Propofition, which ( pag- 3.) ſtands 
thu: : That the Power of Kings was 
originally Parriarchal, deriv'd from God, 
an! not from the People. - But when the 
Authour comes to repeat it, ( p. 6. ) he 
makes another thing «f it: That Go« 
vernment in general, wietber Monarchy, 
or any other Form; derives it Authority + 
from God\, the Authour of Nature, and 
conſequently of bumane Socrety, and not 
From the People, (though their Conſent 
be ordinarily ary to the Conſtitution 
both of the Form of Government, and 
the Perſons mg, &c.) Now whe- 
ther the Authour, who undertakes to de- 
-monfſtrate things out of the Covroca» 


tian Book that never were there, will 


alſo undertake to demonſtrate, that 
theſe two are one and the ſame Pro- 
poſition, But for my part, I am dif- 
appointed : For finding the firſt Pro= 
poſition mentioned, 4 thought (to ſave 
the Readers pains and my own, and to 
prevent needleſs repetition ) to have 
confidered the ſame Propoſition in both 
places at once. But 1 am miſtaken: 
For though the Authour calls them 
both the firit Propofition, they are ne 
more like one another , than an Apple 
is like an Oyſter; / and it-would have 


been more to the , to have cal- 
led the one the firit Propofittion, and 
the other the lait. 


And as to the firſt of the firſt Pre- 


poſitians, I have onely this now to ob- 
. erve 


2 - That the Authour by his Ex- 


*pofifian of it hath expounded away the 
- Senſe | of the Convecation ,'as he all- 


ways does: For (Gaith he pag. 3.) Though 
Kings are or to be Gland, nd 


limited in the Exerciſe of their Power by 
Laws, By witat Laws, I pray? And 
who ought to bind them up? Why 
could not this be expreffed in the words 
of the Convocation, and which the Au- 


thour refers. to, Ch. 15? which are- 


theſe: It is manifeſt in the Scriptures, 
That the Krngs im the old Teſt ament were 
ai ftrifty bumd ro the Obſervation of 
God's Laws in their Government, as Mo- 
les, 6c. 

And it ſounds a littie harſh to ſay 
that God o:ght to bind them up, and 
limit them, and by the Authour's dis» 
junCtive, are or ought 20 be bound up, It 
is Plin he means what the Convocati- 
on does not , for all Princes, whether 
abſojute or not, are already, and ever 
were ſtrictly hound to the Obſervation 
of God's Laws in their Government. 
He is their fuperiour, and to him one- 
ly they are accountable 3 but their 
Power being deriv'd from God, and 
not from the People , they are not ac- 
countable to them for any Exerciſe of 
that Power , whether they exerciſe it 
Juſtl ty prjuſtly. And this is the ſcr:fe 
of ation ; and this, if the 
Authour had pleaſed, "he might have 
deduc'd from this Propofition, and 
much mere naturally , than by trou- 
bling his Readers with an impertineat 
Rout about Abſolutene(s, and the Con- 
ceits of it, 


I am at length came to that which 
the Author ſays is the Groundwork of the 
@hole Diſcourſe. And that is the laft of 
his firſt Propofitions, And here I will 
not much trouble my ſelf with the Re- 
pugnances ts between 
this and his firft Þ , which not- 
withſtanding he calls the ſame. He tcl!s 
us here that Government im general (and 
That 1 am ſure is not Patriarchal ; for 
that isa particular Kind-of it') wheeber 

or 419 other form, (and that 

is not Patiarchal , nor originally 
rial but a Corruption of it, 
and deviation from it, ) deryver 57's Alte 


C5) 


having made Mankind of a ſociable Na- 
ture, by that they were directed to fo= 
cietic, and from that to Government. 


ture, and conſequently, (5.e.) conſe- 
quential to that Nature of Humane So- 
ciety, And if this Fr his meaning , it 
is not only a perfe&t. Contradition to 
the whole Stream of the Convocation- 


Is remember 
«Bed theſe Propeſitions our of the 
Coane tle urethe hath got a 
Convocation Book. of his own, which 
no Body ever Gw. but himſelf; for all 
the Books we have Leng the Joan 

Craontrary, almeſt in exery « [ 
Authanr thinks the People Conſent ore 
dinarily neceſſary to the Conftitution 
both of the Form.and Perſqns, it is 

gn nm wy | 
, t contrary. A x the, pleaſe 
Point againft,jhem. 


he may the | 
But he muſt not im env, avg 
make us believe that he, demonti 
put of the Canygcation, when hogeli- 
res things th walk contrary $0 has 
t 

Well, at Iaft howerer, through all 
the Authour's and Intermix-+ 
jad we are got {0 y P 2F- 


$23 
Siem the Pep, he he war 


ces ro care 
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way does this Demonſtrate ? a Man 
wonld imagine that this demo-trated, 
That Kings held only of G>d, That the 
Peopie of all forts and Ranks had no- 
thing to do with the Government, nor 
could call Kings to account for their 
Adminiſt:ations. And fo indeed the 
Convocation concludes, but the Au- 
thour had no mind to medile with that. 
But forſooth from the r12be Reverend 
#be Aubour be obſ-rvzs Three things. 
And is not this an adinirable way” of 
grring the Senſe of an Auth »ar to put 
ſome of his words into Propoftions,and 
then to give us the ſeaſc of thoſe Propo- 
filions, not from the Places where they 
are mentioned, nor from the Inferen- 
ces or Conclufi ns the Authour him- 
ſelf draws from them, but by Ovſer- 
ving ſomething, and that diff-ring rom 
the Author's Senſc in ſome other parts of 
his Book. At thisrate a Man may ex- 
tract Chalk from Cineceſe, or any thing 
out of any thing. Well, but what is 
it that this Anthour obſerves, 


He obſerves. ——— 
That all Kingdoms are no# ( what 
1 more peculiarly. ated to the 


J-with N.cron) im thor firſt Concluſion 
rw /ore ſors Theocracies, Now the 
Authour may obſerve this, if he pleaſe ; 
but to ſay that he obſcrves this from 
the Rigbe Reverend the Aurbour, is like 
#ll the reſt 3 for the Regbr Revere»d the 
A'ithbo'tr obſerves no luch thing at all, 
This Authour obſerves, That now all 
Kingdoms are in a fort Theocracies : 
But this is his own peculiar O'ervati- 
on, and I doubt he will find it hard 
toobſerve this not only fro nthe Right 
Reverend Authonr, bur even from any 
eth-r, for by that the Convocation and 
al! Men elſe hitherto have underſtood, 
God's Governing the Jews in a peculi- 
ar manner, immediately by him'elf, 
and <ftint from other Nations. And 
docs not the Authour ſay, 55 = 
1/4arly riaated 40 4 ew: 
harion, As how" will he reconcile 
that to ali Najions ?f But we lire in an 


ena) 


Aze where all os: o'!4 Stindaids are 
thrown down, and new ones raiſed in 
their room ; we have had a ncw Nob 
tic. of Allegiance, a new N tig1 of 


Succeih n, and a new Notion of Right , 


and Wrong; and now our Authuur 
gives us a new Notion of Theocracy, 
by which he means G 4's Permilſi/e 
Provileace; and any Min that God 
perinits to get the Pulſ-i[1 n of Power 
iv other Kizgdoms, he has as good 
a Title to the Peoples Allegiance. as if 
he had beea (among the J:ws ) ex- 
p-efl, conſtituted a Ruler and G overs 
noar by G »d him'clf, and as particu» 
larly named, as M2ſes, Fofoua, or any of 
the Jidges. For having cited out of 
the Convocation, That G>d being 
th: Lord of the World, and in the 
Govecament of it, uſeth the Miniftry 
of Civil Magiſtrates, as well iv- other 
Countries as among his own peculiar 
People [ral. And that he holds him- 
ſelf the Helm of every Kingdom, and 
_— aro —_— ſuch (ot, as 1 

xerciſe his own juſt Jadgmeats, W! 
and good Pleaſure. 

Now ( faith the Anthour ) Ths be 
does by reſerving to bu Providence the 
Prerogative of Defizna' ton of the Per- 


Jon wnom b+ ingends for bus Vicegerent, 


Now by this the Authour does not 
mean Providence proceeding accord- 
ing to Legal Right ani Juſtice ; or if 
he does, it is not to his parpoſc ; and 
yet all this may be doe, and not a 
Tittle of any Man's fingle Right vio- 
late4 But P ovidence perianitting the 
Pofſedi nn of Power, con'rary to all 
Liw and Right among Men; and to 
make ſuch a Previdence the Foundatt- 
on of Ozedience, aad which is more, 
of tfinsferring Allegiance , notwith- 
ſtanding the moſt Sacred Ergagemcats 
to the contrary, is a moſt alzur'd and 
ungodly Dating, as will app-ar pre» 
ſently. : 
- In the mean time, the Authour is 
very unfortunate an ap mhecy un Pin. 
ciples, For to prove that Providence 
- dcfigs 
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deſigns the Agrion of the Soverrign 
in other Kingdom: (azwell av in Frdeb, } 
he inftances the diſappeintment of 
Adonyab, So/umon's Elder Brother ; as 
if he did net know that this was done 
inthe K:-ngdom ot Iſrael, and that So- 
lomon was defagn'd King in the room 
ot Drwvid not by Providence, but by 
God's exprets N amination. 

Well, tor all that ou goes our Au- 
thour, and pioves it from another in- 
ſtance in the Kingdom of Iſrael, and 
by God's appointmeut ; as the 
Caſe of Rebovoam, and Feroboam, and 
the rending of the Ten Tribes. And 
not content with theſe, be tells us far- 
ther, Tha: the Hiſtory of the K1jngs of 
Iracl amply Teſtify, how God ; ex» 
ting::ſhed the Line Rojal , and advan- 
ced to the Crown ſuch as bad no relati> 
0 to 15, And are not theſe now 
Proofs of a Theoeracy in ether Kingdems ? 
And that God by his Providence de» 
Gate che Perdhns of ffs Vioagmata in 
#tber Natrons as well as Iſrael; for that 
_ = ny fickt Obſervation ? 

t ma might obſerve it in 
other Ki but he hath only 
frov'dit in the Kingdom of F-1dab. But 
4 muſt not let his inftance of Reboboam 
paſs, to which the Authour - thug de- 

vers 2 

God ſometimes, for the only deſagn'd 
Ujurpation of a Prince, whoſe Title, and 
that man Hereditary King dem, was al- 

ether indiſputable, does deprive bum 

tbe Governments 1n part or whole, and 
&:l! noe allow bim ſo nuch as to endea-. 
vour the it, which was the Caſe 
sf Rehoboam. There are two things 
Fr ogg 
's not iniog - t en 

ribes was expreſly forbidden by God, 
and ſo nothing to our Authour's pur- 
poſe. But had he not had that expreſs 
Prohibition, might he' not then have 
endeavoured to regam them, not with- 


Jeroboam's poflcefiing himeif of them 2 
This is the Caſe,. and I think neither 


(rw) - 


the Authour nor any body elfe will de» 
ny but he might, And then it follows 
that the pe:miflion of Provider. ee is 
no Rule-for Acquieicence or Submiflicn 
to thoſe Perſors vhom Providence 
permits to pofle(ſs themſelves cf Power. 

The other is a foul prevarication of 
Scripture, The Authcur ſays, that 
God depriv'd Reteboam of his Govern- 


ment tor his «»( defign's Uſtaparion. Compare 
Whereas the Sciiptuir 1s 2s Expreſs as |, Kiy, 12; 
can be, that it was for the Idolatry of , ara 
his Father Solon. I Confeſs 1 the 111 22. 


leſs wonder that he prevaricates with 
the Convocation, that can make thus 
bold with the Scripture it lelf. 
From the whole Obſervation the 
Authour fays, All that ] will note 
bence #, that the Line of Deſcent in 
an Hereditary Kingdem ay GD 
r and z8t tbe of Fucc: {ſion not 
__ Not viclated 2 .That 1> one of 
the firangeſt things in the World; not 
violated in the Caie of Feroboam ?- nor 
violated when the Authour tays, ſuch 
were advanc'd to the Crown who had 
no Relation to it ? Perhaps the Authour 
may ſay, it cannot properly be laid, 
That God by fo doing, did violate the 
Law of Succeſſion. But he may ob» 
ſerve that thereaſon of that is, becauſe. 
God is above the Law, ard rot ty'd 
to obſerve it, and (© he does not vios 
late, what he has no Obligation to ob- 
ſerve. In the mean while the Law is not 
kept, and no Man can ſay that the Law 
of Succeflion was obſerv'd, when Jere= 
boamn, or others, that had no Relation 
to the Regal Line were advanc'd to the 
Crown 2: And all that 1 hall rote hence 
is, That the Authour extraQts Netes, 
with as little Fairnels, as he does Propo- 
ſo. 
His ſecond Remark is, That « Scye+ 


reagn may be diveſted of by Pewer which pg, , 


be rect; ved frem Gid,, and decline into 
the mfervour Condition of a Subyei, Ver 
ry well : *But the Queſtion is how this 
may be ? Aud the Convecaticn tells us, 
IWQ Ways; emo——_ , 

When 


ID ww Te R — 
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When God exprefly tominates and 
appoints another Perſon to be King, as 
in the caſe of Febu and Abud. ce 
Sybmiffion and Acknowlctigment of 
L 1-43 whom the Righ: was, »s in the 

of Ariſtobulus, and his Sonis. Theſe 

are all the Convocation mentions, and 
to doc the AuthourRight, theſe are all 
that he extraQs out of them in this Ob- 
ſervation, And tet the Authour take 
which heEplecaſe, or both of them, and 
make his beft of them. 

3. His third Remarke is, Thet when 
a Prince «1 thus 4 of by Power 
rs God, and anotber advanc'd to = 
fbrone, ur - _ 
Claimed by mo juſt 

Now Tet us john yp the ſecond Re- 
mark with this , and they run thus? 
That a Sovereign may*be diveſted of 
his Power and detline into the \nferianr 
Fondition of a Subjet. And when he 
is thus diveRted ( 5.2. ) when he declines 
into the inferiouc condition of a SabjeQ, 
why thbea Iknow to the con- 
trary, but Allegiance may be 'transfer- 
red to the Prince he i. 
And if the Anthour' pleſe to derhon- 
ftrate, that one in the world is'a Sub- 
je, or a SubjeR in the preſent Govern- 
ment, he may (ave himſelf-the labour 
of any other Demonſtration: Bat *cil, 
he docs that, all his Demonſtrations are 


* edneſs of thole that have it,) is ever 
* (when any ſuch alterations are through- 
« ly ſettled) to be reverenced and obey- 
* ed, and the People of all forts, as well 
<« of the Clergy, as of the Laity, are ts 
* be (ubje& unto it, += + 1+ ogy 


Government ney be ſaideo be ſeetlea. If 
the Author pleaſeth he may put it 0:9 


be a+ Phee of Power , Truſt, 
anc 24 If it-be, then the Au- 
thour's Notion of 2a fettiement { if it 
were true ) will do him no ſervice, nor. 
ought to ſubmit. For 


OE 1 6a byte wean 
hath ekuvy noe wy Con: 
t he deſigns hon r the Amdon 


tenance _ 


—bor Ch.26. p57. 
The Couragation, A notice 
variation of G>rernments im the World, 
hath theſe words. ** And when having 


* zttain'd their defires, (whe- 
**ther *Ambitious Tow, *by* mp 
* ms by their Revetions 
their —nataral Tore- 


and excuſe the Army's fighting agiirſt a 
Prince who hath both right and Autho- 
rity. Tt it be ſaid Feland is a Branch of 
the Crown of England, annex'd to it; 
and dependent of it ; then 1 ſay that the 
Crown, #:th alt t's Digniti-s, Authorities, 
R venues; Ke. are not perſonally emjoy'd, 
and then according to our Authour the 
Government is not fetled; and 'fo he 
has made a fair Demouſtration. He de- 
mon{trates, we ought to fabmit, when 
the Government is fetled, and then ke 
D-:monitrates' the Government is not 
ſetled, and ſo we voght not to ſubmit. 
Well; however let ns for onve ſnppoſe 
that the Crown and alt it's D:gmities, Sc, 
{ 1 (ſuppoſe the Amhour excepts a Right 
Title) are recognized and enjoy'd, What 
then? Why then, with ſubwnſſien, the 
Authour canner but concerve the Govern- 


ment 1s [etled. Now we muſt remem-' 


ber that the Author tells us, that, in his 
B.ok Obedience and Submiftion to the 
preſent Governmt. is dempnſtrared from 
the Convocation ; andit is to be noted 
likewiſe, That this is all he offers us for 
Bemoniftration gut of that book, and'is 
his cannot $14 roncerve tt nſtraze. 
F hope 'tht Authour does not think all 
his Con.ctits Demonſtrations, how ftrong- 
ly ſoever he may bepciſefs'd with them. 
Well, it muſt be own'd, how bold foever 
the Authour is in his Aſertions, he is 
very modeft in his Proofs: It is in the 
Tirle, high'arid lofty Dermorftraze, but 
in the Proof vety humble and meek , 
he can't but concerve, and that alſo wich 
ſubmaſſion. - 

" But whatſoever the Authour may 
conceive, It is plain the Convocation 
ddes not conceive that the enjoyment 
of the Crawn ith all it's Digrtres, &o. 
is that choror ph Yetr/cinent to which is 
dne Submiſſion 'and Obedience, 2s to 
God's Authority 3" as im the Cafe before- 
mentioned of 7:a/þ and Arbatiah. A- 
thaliah. perſonally er50'd the Crewn with 
all it's Drgnities, &c, And-all Places of 
Power, Truft, &c, were snber bends, and 
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| her. 


at ber diſpoſal ; and this aifo forno leſs 
a time than fix years, and in as full and 
ample a manner, as any Uſurper, orany 
Rightfull King ever enjoy'd them 2 Bub 
for all that the Convocation is ſo far 
from urging obedience to her, asts 
God's Authority, that- they expreſly 
juſtifie theRefiſting, nay , the Slaying 
And. this is a clear Demonſtrati- 
on, that by a eberough Settlement the 
Convocation does not mean” a full Poſ- 
(eflion of Power merely : For they fay 
that when a Government is througbly /e- 
tled, it ought to be obeyed, as God's 
Authority, not only for- Fear, but for 
Conſcience ſake. But they (ay alſo, that. 
when Athaliah was fully poflefſed of the 
Throne, ſhe ought not to be obeyed, 
but to be tefiſted and flain. And the 
Conclufon from thefe - Premilles is , 
that to be fully poſſeſſed of the Throne, 
is not of it ſelf to be ſo thoroughly ſer= 


_ (led asth make it God's Authority, and 


Obedience to become a Duty. So that 
whatever the Convocation may mean 
by thorough ſerled, it is plain they do not 
meatiby it what our Authour does ; and 
I'tkitk-there is no difficulty at all,. (if 
Men- will look without prejudice, ) in 
under Rtanding what they do mean by it, 

There are but .two ways to under- 
ſtand the ſenſe of any Authour ; the 
natural and uſual Conſtruction of the 
words they expreſs themfelves by, and 
if there be any obſcurity or doubt in 
the meaning of ſome. Expreſſions, to 
interpret them by other Expreſſions 
and Aﬀertions in the ſame Authour, 
Let us try theſe in the Contoverfie be» 
fore us. | 


F. oo wager erg one pe by 
You / Ard the- As, 
what is ofually undei food by them 2 

I am. pretty confident. That. bare 
Poſſeſſion, let it be-never (0! full as to 
the Extent, was never meant by them, 
with reſpet'to Civil Poſſeſſions, ( atd 
a the Ciſt,.) Setclanent is a Term 


———S_wſ 


very uſtal and Common in our Law, 


and moft Men underſtand the fenſc of 


f, and expreſs themſelves by it accors 
dingly, It dcrotes theſe two things : 


» x, The Legality of a thing, it's be- 
ing according to Law. Scrlcmene and 
E/t ab!iſment are (ynonomons ; an ille- 
gal Settlement is no Settlement; and 
nothing mm a Government can be faid 
to be ſettled, bot what tands upon the 
Foundation of Law. This-She B #1, 
of all Settlements in a Conftitution, aud 
without this 'tis a Caftle in the Air, a 
Building without a Foundation, and 
fuch a Settlement as never was heard of, 


2. It denotes a quiet and peaceable 
Poflefli>n , without Diſturbance from 
other Claims or Pretenders. A Man 
can never be ſaid to be /ecled in an E- 
ſtate, who hath onely, an aſurped Pof- 
ſeſſion of it , and when there are other 
and better Claims and Titles on foot 
againft him, and by virtue of which he 
may be ej the next Aﬀiſes. And 
to lay a Man is ſereled in the Poſſefion, 
when the right Owner is actually, at 
Law with him for it, or declares that 
he will be fo, ſo ſoon as he has oppor- 
tunity or Money to manage the Suit, is 
very ftrange, if any thing in this Age 
can be ſtrange. 

If our Anceftors ſhould riſe up a- 
mongft us, and we ſhould expreſs our 
x to them in as molt ahvlows 
ment ; they would no more underftand 
our meaning, than if we talked to them 
in the Lan of the Indies, We have 
a Metaphyfacal Allegiance, and to ſuit 
that we muſt now have a i 
Settlement ; as if a Man was ſettled in 
Civil Poſſeffionr)juſt as he is ſettled in 
his Scat, or. on Horſe-back : If he can 
but get his Feet iu the Stirrups, and the 
Reins in this Hands, he is (ſettled in the 
Saddle. But (arely there is ſomewhat 
more to ſcitle a Man in the Paſſeflion 
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of any Eltate, and mnoh more of the 
greateſt Civil Pofſ:fſion, At this rate, 
if a Man can but get into the Minour- 
Houſe, and p-rſuade th- Servants and 
Tenents to atturn to him, he is as 
ficmly ſettled in the Polſciſion of it, as 
if he had purchaſed jt with his M ney, 
or it had deſcended to him by a ihou- 
ſand G-:nerations. —— But there is 
no end of Abſurdittes. 

There is one. word more to be conſt- 
dered, and that is ebrougb'y, (tbroug>'y 
ſetled.) And the Convocation is very 
exact and ' preciſe, and have uſcd that 
word both in the Chapter, and alſo re- 
pzated it in the Cauon, laying a great 
ftreſs upon it, and as if the whole dee 
termination of the buſtacſs depended 
on it; and certainly they meant ſeme- 
thing by it. Now what is the import 
of chroughly , but perfely , to all in- 
tents and purpoſes. The Latines ex- 
preſs it amnins, omni ex parte ; a Go 
yerament that is /tozetber, upon-all ac» 
counts ſatled. Put thele together, Set- 
element always reſpeRts Right , and a 
peaceable Poſſeſinn of that Right, 
without any better Claims or Preten- 
ders; and a thorough Settlement is the 
utmoſt of that : that is when fach 
a Right is enjoyed plainly , evidently, 
without any Contradiction or Qujec- 
tion, 

This .is the plain meaning of the 
Words, and therefore the plain mea- 
ning of the Convocation 2 But if there 
were any obſcurity in them, it will ap- 
pear by conſulting the Context, and 0- 
ther places, that that was their mea- 
ning , and no other; and that is the 
other way of uaderſtanhag the ſenſe 
of an Authour. Mad. 

I have already confidec'd the IaRtance 
of Athalzab, which is as fall -_ direct 
againſt the Authour as any thing can 
be, and can never be evaded, but by 
charging the Convocation with being 
as inconfiderate, aad as fall of Contra- 


dictions as himſelf; Bui for the far- 
; ther 


ther clearing this peint there is one 
thing more to be obſerved from that 
Inſtance, and that is the Reaſon they 
give why Atbalah was a Tramical 
a and upon what account-they 
Juſtifhe the Proceedings of F:borade and 
the People againft her and that is, 
Joaſh, their lace King's Son, being thin 
rheer onely natural Lord and Soverengn, 
and which ia the Canon they expreſs 
thus, the Rogbe Heir of that Kingdom 
tering eben alrve; plainly intimating , 
Fhat if the Right Heir had not'been 
alive, Athalzab, ( by what ill means ſo- 


ever ſhe attained it,) having got Poſ-. 


ſeſſion of the Kingdom, wouid by that 
have had a Right to the Government : 
For a Poffeflory Right is ſomething, 
and where there is no better, that 
ought to carry it. Aad the Conclufion 
from hence is this: That any Perſon 
( by what means ſoever ) gaining the 
Puff: flion of the Throne, it there be no 
better Claims againſt him, then he hath 
a Right to it; and then, and not till 
then, he is ebrovgbly Jerled, It is agreed 
on all hands, t a Right to a Go- 
' vernment may be acquired ; by the 
Death or Ceflion of the Pei ſons in whom 
the Right was: And this is the Caſe. 
In this Chapter the Convocation 
mentions ſeveral variations of Gavern= 
ment, as to the Forms, Ariſtocracy , 
and Democracy ; and as to the ambi- 
tions encroaching "of Kings upon their 
Neighbours , and particularly the four 
Monarchies, and the Kuig of lon 
upon the Jews: All which ive 
Governments, though they were be- 
gun by Rcbellion , Ambition, and un- 
lawfall- means, ( which the Convoca- 
tion condemns, ) yet atterwards they 
became lawful! Governments, and had 
ſeeeb a Right to the ive Gorern- 
ments they did” poſſeſs. And I defic 
the Authonr, or any Men elſe; to ſhew 
me one fingle Inftance ( cither in this 
Chapter, or any where in the whole 
Book, ) of any Goverumeat , That the 
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Convocation requipes or Fuſtifi-s Mlle- 
gince- to be paid to jt, but what had 
fictt acquired fuch a Right. And if 
they-cannot, as ] am preity well afſu- 
red they canngt, why do they make 
ſuch a Pother about two words, - angl 
difingenuouſly placed, and unworthily 
iaterpcet them, both contrary to their 
coinmon and uiual meaning , and con- 
trary to the whole DuEtiine, and every 
Inftance in the whole- Book. 

This was the Caſe of the Babyloman, 
Perſian, Macedonian, and\Roman G = 
vernments over the Jews 3 bt this was 
not the Caſe of Atbalzab and\dntiochbus 
Eprpbanes 3 and therefore ths Convo=- 
cation requires Submiſſion to zboſe, but 
juſtfiss the Refitence of eh2/e. 

This Propofition in the Convocation 
is univerſal, That whatever Goverr. ment 
# umvei ſally ſettled, ought to be chryed. 
And if it appears in all and every one 
of the Inftances they give of Govern- 
ment, to which they ſay Obedience is 
due, that theſe Governments had ſuch a 
Right ; and if it appears likewiſe, that in 
every one of thele inftances they give of 
Government, where there was not-ſuch 
a Right, (though never (0 full Poſſetiion 
of Power, ) that they may be reſiſted : 
Then it plainly follows, that 2s by be- 
ing thr ferled, they do not mean 
bare Polls of Power, (though it be 
never (© full, ) ſo by it they do mean, 
and can mean nothing elſe than the 
Acquifition of ſuch a Right. And this 
I take to be fair Reaſoning , for eve= 
ry Authour is the beſt Iiterpreter of his 
own ſenſe. And when the Convotation 


gives vs a general Rnle about Obedi= 


ence to Government, what better way 
is there to underſtand their meaning , 
than to'apply our felves to their par- 
ticular I ces, (which in all Caſes ex- 
plain and prove General Rules ?) Andif 
they give us Inftances of ſome Gover« 
ments , where was Poſſeflion and no 
Right, and juſtifie the Refiftence of 


ſuck Governments, ang if they give _ 
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Inſtances of other Govreraments where 
was both Poſſeſſion and Right, and (ay 
they onght to be obeyed: It is plain 
the difference only lies between Rigbe 
and no Righe ; and thcy mean where 
there is Polſesfion of Government and 
no Right, it is ne thoroughly ſettled, 
and maybe reſiſted ; and where is. Pol- 
fesfion and Right is thoroughly (ectled , 
and it ought to abeyed. And let thoſe 
great Gentlemen who talk ſo much of 


a Plenary Poſſeſſion without Right try if _ 
oP © by Death, Cesfion, or Preſcriptian ; and 


they can find any one Inftance in the 
whole Convocation Book, that wilt un 
parallel with the DoCtrines they teach, 
and the Interpretations tk: y make. For 
any part I know but two, (Athatiak and 
Antiocbus,) and both which the Con» 
vocation condemns; all the Reit '( and 
which the convocation approves ) they 
had acquir'd 4 Right to their reſpeRive 
Goveraments. And it is ant unaccoun» 
table Mcthod of Interpretation to pick 
cut two words from a Book, and put a 
fenſ- on them direQtly contrary to all 
Inſtances in that Book. 


But that this and no other is their 
meaning of a Government being tho+ 
roug bly ſetled, is farther evident from the 
Proof the Convocation brings of this 
DuCtrine in this Chapter: For after 
that they had afferted that a Govern- 
ment (by what ill means ſoever attain'd) 
after its thoroughly ſettled ought to be 
obey'd. For the-Proof and a= 
tion of this aſſertion they immmediate!y: 
mention the I/aclites not rebelling a« 
gainſt the Kings of Exypt, tho' oppre(- 
fed, Oc, and the Jews, when in ſubjec« 


tion to the Kings of Babylon, are cons 


gemn'd by the Prophet Jeremy for re« 
belling #Fainft them by the inftigation 
of falſe Prophets, Sc. Now Ifappoſe 


no-man will deny but the Convocation 


produc'd thoſe as a fall and dire Proof 
of their Aﬀections ( for they add no 0s 
vher,) and the connexion is this: A Go- 
vernqgent, the' obtained by -ill means, 


! 
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when throughly ſetled, is to be obeyed; * 
for that the {/recl1425 obey'd the Kings 
of , and the Jews in Captivity did 
the {ame to the Kings of Babylow. And 
then we have a clear acconnt what they 
mean by a Government ehoroughly ſet. 
led; i. e. ſuch a Government as was the 
Eryprian over the {/rae{uu6s, the Babyle- 
nan over the Jews: And each of theſe 
had an undoubted Right to their re+ 
ſpective Goveraments, Such a Right 
I mean as that we are now (yeaking of 


then it neceffarily follows, that they 
mean a Gaverment is then only e&rough- 
ly ſetled when (ach a Right is acquir'd, 
otherwiſe theſe. Inſtances, (which the 
Canvocatioa brings to prove and illu{- 
trate it,)inſtead of canficming deftroy's 
theic maip Aſſ+tion, and it would ſtand 
thus* In the Aﬀertion it would be Poſ- 
ſcsfion without Right is God's Authori- 
ty, and ought to be obeyed; but in 
the Proof Pollesfion wich Right is God's 
Authorify, and ought to be obeyed. 
The Summ of this Matter is this: 
There are ſeveral ways of attaining x 
Right to a Government, befides Linea! 
Deſcent, as by the Death or Submisfioa 
of thoſe in whom the Right was joi- 
ned, with the Conſent and Submisfion 
of the People ;. and alſo a long undi- 
ſturbed Poffesfion, called Preſcription. 
Now all Mankind are agreed, That a 
Right to a Government by theſe-ways, 
may be attained 5 and though the ways 
that are uſed to attain that Right, are 
always unjuft, (as the Convocation ſays 
by Ambition , Rebellion , Ec. ) - Yet 
when that Right 'is attained, theſe Go- 
vernments reſpeRtively are then law- 
full Governments, and ought to be 9+ 
_ Upon this Foot moſt, if not 
al! the Governments in the World da 
now ftand, and the Convocation Book 
fas the Title expreſſes } concerns the 
Government -of the Kingdoms of the 
whole World. And agreeably to that 


. 
- 
- 
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the Rights of Government, which 
they doe under two Heads or Claſſes. 
Snch Rights of Government as are at- 
tained by juſt ways; amd ſach Rights 
as are attained by unjuft ways: And 
having before fpoken of thoſe Rights 
that are juſtly attained , 'as by God's 
expreſs Nomination and Lineal De» 
ſcent, they row in this Chapter come 
to diſcourſe of thoſe Rights which 
are attained by unjuſt ways, as by 
Rebellion of Subjects, Ambition, and 
Greedineſs of Encroaching - Kings. 
But lelt it Thould be thought that 
wicked ways of attaining this Right 
was a prejudice to the Right it ſelf, 
and People from thence ſhould take 
occafion+ to rebell, and diſturb all 
the Gwernburs of the World, be- 
cauſe they could not ſhew an ex» 
preſs Order from God, or derive the 
Pedigree of their Government even 
from Adam or Noab ; to prevent the 
terrible Confufiong that ſuch a No- 
tion would make in the World, they 
ſay that the wicked ways of attai- 
ning it, or the Wickedneſs of the 
Perſons that have it, is yo Impeach» 
ment of the Right it ſelf ; but when 
it is attained , it is God's Authority, 
and-ought to be obeyed, as the I/- 
raelites obeyed Pharaoh, and as the 
Fews obeyed Nebuchadnexzyar, 

This is the plain and obvious ſenſe 
of this Chapter, this the nature of 
the Thing , this their Methed led 
them to, and this is agreeable to all 
the Inſtances they give us of Go- 
vernment, and this is ſuitable te all 
the DoCtrines which they teach a» 
bout it. 

Now therefore I ſhall farther ſhew 
the Abſurdity of this Authour's In- 
terpretation in the three following 
Particulars : 


I. It is inconſiſtent with the main 
and fundamental DoQtrine delivered 
m the Book... ,  . & 33% 


(-21 ) 


IL. It reproaches the Worthies of 
the Church of England, who ſuffcred 
between the Years 42 and 60. 

1H. It maintains an abfurd, un« 
reaſonable, and ungodly Doctrine. 


1, Such an Interpretation is in» 
conrfiftent with the main and fun- 
damental Doctrines of the Convocas 
tion Book, 

I have already ſhewed it is incon- 
Gftent with .all the Icftances they 
give, and I ſhall now ſhew that it 
is inconſiſtent with the fundamental 
DoGtrines they teach. 


The principal Datrines of the Con- 
vocation Book are Paſſive Obedience 
and Nonreſiſtence, and the whole De« 
ſign of it feems to'be, (that I mean 
that concerns the Civil Government, ) 
to make it good, That Subjcdts are 
bound to obey their lawful Governors, 
and upon no Account whatſoever to 
refaft them : This, I fay, is their fun- 
damental Doctiine, and whatever 
they deliver, it bath ſome way or 
other a reference to it ; and there- 
fore. it is but neceffarf to interpret 
their Exprefſions in. ſuch a ſenſe as 
may belt ſuit with their main Deſign. 
And now let us try which Interpre- 
tation of a Thorough Settlement b.it 
agrees with Paſſive Obedience, and 

we are in Juſtice bound to be- 
lieve to be the ſenſe of the Canvoca- 
tion, 

Now to (af a Government is thg- 
roughly ſetled, when it hath acquired 
a Right, by a long Tra of uninter- 
rupted P on , or by the utter 
Deftruction ,. or Submiſſion, of the 
Right Heirs; this does not in the , 
leaſt 'interfere with the Doctrine of 
Paſſive Obedience, but is conſonant to 
it, and to every other DeCtrine and 
Expreſſion in._the whole But | 
for our Authour's Interprefation 
when a Perſon bath got full Poſſe(-" 
fiog of Power, and = Lawfull King 

' bs 


is afive, and f6 far from ſubmitting 
that he aualy conteſts his Right, and 
demands the Allegiance of his Sul 
jects in order to it : 1a ſuch a Caſe, to 


lay that they muſt quit their-lawfull: 


King, become ſubjets to the Polſeflur, 
transfer all their Allegiance and Daty 
to him, do all they can toeſtabith him 
in the Puſſciſ;n, and as much to keep 


_ the other out, become irreconcileable 


and mortal Enemies to hin, aad if 
mTeed be to fizht agaiiſt and kill him, 
(for all theſe nec-flarily follow from 
that Notion, ) Now bow the Anthor 
will Demonſtrate this to be Paſſive O- 
bedience, or reconcile it to itſelt, not 
for me to comprehenl, Tae Author 
hath cf-red at as ftrange things as 
that : Forif any one of a Family, tho' 
never ſo many degrees off, and him 
ſet up by the People too, be Succetfſ1- 
on in a Hereditary M »narchy. If for- 
ceable Pofſ-ffion -be a chrough ſertle- 
ment, then for any thiag I know, figh- 
ting againſt and killing a Righttull 
King, even when we acknowledge the 
Right to be in him, may be PaſſhveO- 
bedience. And if this be the Caſe, I 
hare nothing to doe but to beg of 
God to keep me in my ſenſes. | 

- And that is abundantly ſufficient to 
prevent impoſing on by ſuch Argu- 
ments, the Authour if he pleaſes may 
call white black ; and heat cold, but if 
he do, fure he expeCts not to convinee 
others of it, nor eafily perſwade them 
he believes LA erar exinſt and ki 

"But then if fighting a a - 
ling a King we have ſworn Allegiance 
to, be not Paſſive Obedience, then by 
a Government throughy ſettled the 
Convocation docs not mean bare Poſ- 
ſeflion of Power. 


2. This Interpretation reproaches 
thoſe worthies of the Charch of Eng- 
bend, who ſuffered between the Years 
42 and 60, 


"I 


A very- few Years fince it would 
have been thougit a high Degree of 
Maideſs for a Caurch of England Min 
to have doubte1, - who (in the late 
T+nes) acted moſt agrecably to the 
P. inciples of tha* Church in the point 
of Allegiance and Government , c<>- 
ther Archbiſhop 74xton , Biſhop Co- 
4 ns, Biſhop Going, &c. or Hvgb 
P:trr5, Dr. Owen, or Fobn Gudayn. 
But now our Authour hath clearly 
determined it for H4ygb, and his Bre- 
theen, and againſt the Biſhops. Now 
as ridiculous as. this is, it is certainly 
the Caſe ; for if the Authour be right, 
all theſe R-vEcnd and Excellent M:n 
who were undone for their Loyalty, 
acted ignorantly or unfincerely ; and 
thoſe onely who followed the ſeve- 
ral Revolutions, and adhered to them 
again(t- the King , are the Men that 
ted according” to the Principles of 
the Church of England; nay, even 
the Regicides themſiclves will put in 
for Chucch of Enz/and Men too ; and 
(which is the Rtrangeft thing of all } 
even in point of Allegiance and Go- 
vernment. For that Government that 
appointed the High Court of Juſtice, 
had a full Poſſeiſjon of Power, and 

all Places of Truſt, &c. were in their 
Hands, and at their diſpoſal, And by 
reaſon of that they had a ſufficient 
Authority, (cven Gad's) by Commiſ- 
fion from which they acted; and then 
alſo their Allegiance was juſtly tranſ- 
ferred from the King to them: By 
Virtue of which they did bat their 
Duty, both in ating under ſuch a 
Commiſſion from their Governours , 
and alſo in purſuing to death the 
Enemies and Competitors of that Go- 


and whoſe Security , and 

ment they were bound to promote. 
And is I 2 

Interpretation we 

our Senſes, as well as our Principles ? 

I; it poſſible for avy Man ta bobere 
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that Jobn Goodwyn was a better Church 
of England Man , in point of Allegi- 
ance and Govrerament, than Doctor 
Hammond ? Or that the Principles of 
the Church of Enpland jultifie the 
Murther of Charles the firſt ? Ido not 
know of what weight this may be 
with the Authour ; but any Man, who 
had any reſpect for the Church of 
England, would have been a little 
cautious how he had faſtened ſuck a 
Senſe upon the Words of ſuch a Ve- 
nerable Convocation, as thould ju- 
|.fie the moſt execrable Villany un- 
der the Sun , and reproach as great 
and worthy Men. as ever were Mem- 
bers of it, and ſome of them pro- 
bably Members of this Convocation , 
and condema them in thoſe very It- 
Rtances which were the higheſt Evi- 
dences of their Vertues and Sinceni« 
ty, and upon Account of which their 
Names and M:mories wil! always be 
preciousz. and one fingle Example 
of ſuch Men is of more value with 
all good Men, than that of one thou- 
ſand WeatHer-Cock Divines, who can 
turn themſelves and their 

as there is occafion, and by the help 
of Publick Good, and a Fefuitionl Di- 
KinCtion or two, can make them ſuit 
with any Power in the World. 

Now Men ( if they have a Mind fo 
it ) may — H LR 
ſhaw, and t FÞ Court ufice, 
and condemn their Judges and 
as murthering honeft men, who did 

their Duty. They.may, if the 
will, applaud the PraGtices of Ne. 
a_ and Milton, and diſlike 
t of the Glorions Sufferers for 
their King and their Conciences. But 
to bring for Pri of the Chureh 
of that will doe all this, is as 
ridi asit is and Impyu- 
dent. | 


This Interpretation maintains an 
abſard, unreaſonable, ungodly Doc 


wine, and that is, That the Permifſiow 
of Providence is «& Ruls of Prattice, 
and a ſufficient Warrant to aft gon», 
trary to the. Rales of Right and Juſtics 
amon;ſt Men. This does not onely 
naturally follow from this Interpres 
tation , but the Authour aflerts the 
fame allmoſt in fo many words : For 
going about to prove that the Rev 
volation is G:d's doing, he tells us, 
(in Page 14, @c.) Thas Goa's Pro- 
vidence in permitting , 14 4 ſfficuent 
Indicatim of bis Wil and Pleaſure, 
4s to the Event. And (faith he) fimce 
Propheey bath ceaſed, ſure F am, that 
nothing bue Pr evidence 3: vocal to us. | 
wonder what the Authour thinks of 
Scripture, and Right, and Laws a+ 
mong Men 3 ſure theſe are as vecal as 


Providence, and we are bound to. 


make them the Rule of our Practices, 


and are fo direted by God himfelfs 


Bat we have no DireQtion or Warrant 
to at by any Methods of Providence, 
contrary to them. The Author goes on, 
Such ftrong Arguments may we produce 
fromi tt, as wwll not with Eaſe or Rodd 
cule be eluded. But for all that I muſt 
tell our Authour, That his Opinion 


as it is fooliſh, ſoit deſerves to be-- 


knghed at 5 but as 'tis impious, to 
be excerated and abominated, as ten- 
ding to the deftruQtion of all Righ- 
teouſneſs, and even of Humane So- 
ciety 2 For if men muſt dire&t their 
Lives not by fixed and ſtated Rules, 
but by God's Permisfions and Provi- 
dentiaF Occurrences, we ſhould ſoon 
have a mad World on't, and Rob- 
bery, Rapine, Fraud, and Oppresfion, 
would be more to be obſerved than 


© (nay againft ) Right , and Law, and 


even Scripture it ſelf, But however 
the Authour is ſo fond of his Notion, 
That he tells us, He cans reftirain bis 


Pm from the ng of thi; : 
Whether the Manifeſt It ons 
of « Gracious Providence, that tends 


to the prometing of God's Hmonr, and 
#o 


% the Eſtabliſhment of bis Church , 
he not to us ( now that Prophecy us 
craſ'd ) a Fuſtifiable Ground for any ra- 
tional Man to af upon? 1. e.- againft 
known Laws. and the engagement of 
our Oaths ( for otherwiſe it is not the 
Authors Parpoſe ; ) and then with 
great Confidence adds, I rbink Pbis 
wrll bardly be deny'd. What doth the 
Authour mean 2 or where does he 
- live? Hardly be dery'd? Why it has 
been deny'd a thouſand times over, 
and there is ſcarcely a ſermon that 
treats any thing of Providence, but 
denyesit; andIdodeny it, and the 
Authour ſhall ſee what grounds I have 
have for it ; But I oblerve from the 
Authour's Query, 


1. That he takes too much upon 
him to determine the laterpofition of 
Providence, as tending to God's Ho- 
nor, and Eſtabli of bus Church, 
( in the ſenſe he would have it : ) For 


the Authour may know, if he pleaſe, . 


That God's Honor is as much, andge- 
neraly more promoted by the Patience 
and Suffecings of his People, than by 
theic external Proſperity 3 eſpecially 
if that Poſperity be gain'd, or endea- 
vor'd to be gain'd, by undue means: It 
is not for the Honour of God to carre 
for our ſelves, to take ſuoh courſes to 
ſecure us as he does not” allow of, 
and to-et up his Providence in Con- 
tradition to his Laws. Aud the Con- 
fancy and Fidelity of men, and 
eſpecially of the Clergy, to their 
Principles, tends more to the Ho- 
nour of Religion, and more recom- 
mends it to the World, than to 
change and turn them to all Times 
and Seaſons; and the Church is bet- 
ter eſtabliſhed upon the Foundation 
of Truth and Juftice, than upon 
. any worldly Powers or W \be 
deſerts theſe, and makes a Rule of 
\Divine Permisfions. The Authour is 
.very bold with: Providence, and not 
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onely makes the ſeoret Things of 
God a Rule for common Behaviour, 
but determines them to what end he 
pleaſeth. There is no doubt but that 
God will be glorified in all his Pro- 
ceedings 3 but whether 'by ſuch In- 
terpofitions of his Providence, he 
will bring Glory to himſelf, by the 
Patience and Fidelity of his Servants, 
or any other way, is more than- the 
Authour can know, and he muſt be 
very aſſuming, if he undertakes ta 
determine. 


2. As to the Anthour's main Que” 
ry, Whether the Interpoſttions © 
Providence be not a juſtifiable Ground 
for a reaſonable Man to a& upon, 
let him anſwer it himſelf in this e- 
ther Query: Whether, if a/ poor 
Man hath ftoln his Neighbor's Parſe, 
or (which is nearer to- our Au. 
thour) if a Thief hath ftollen. it, 
and given it him, may he keep it, 
though he knows it is ftollen, and 
from whom? He is poſlefled of it 
by Providence, he did not fteal it 
himſelf, and- it is- very gratious to 
him to ſupply the needs of himſelf 
and his poor Family. Inſrch a Caſe 
I ask, may be honeſtly keepit e I ſup- 
poſe onr Author will ſay No, and the 
Reaſon is becauſe he can't lawfully do 
it, So then it is not the interpoſition 
of Providence but the LaWwfulneſs of 
the thing chat 55 the juſtifiable ground 
for a rational Man to att 
. Bug does not the Scripture and the 
Convocation Book, ſay that God is 
the Univerſal Monarch of the World, 
That he ſets up and. pulls down Kings, 
Atereth, beſtoweth, and transferceth 
Kingdoms? Ly ; 

Very true ; and does not the ſame 
Scripture ſay That God is the Lord 
of all private Mens tes, as well 
as.of Kingdoms, and that he exalteth 
and deprefſeth, that be maketh*Rich 
and Poor, and akexeth their Jaſons 

: = __ _ 


and Conditions, -as ſeems heſt to the 
Divine Wiſdom. 

And is it not very fonl to argue 
from hence? Therefore if any Man 
by the Permiſfton of Providence, can 
corruptly , fraudulently , or forcibly, 
g:t his Neighbonr's Goods, or Eſtate 
into his Pofſefſion; why, he mult 
have them: The Laws and Judges, 
and all Men cle, muſt doe what they 
can to keep him in-Pcfſeffton ; for it 
is God's Will it ſhould be fo : Fr 
( aith ovur Authour, Page 14.) God's 
Providence in permitting, 1 a ſ'ffici- 
ent Indication of bis Vil an Pleaſure, 
&s to the Event, The Iiraclites, by 
Ged's expreſs Direction ſpoiled the 
Fryptians; and therefore if any Man 
(ſpoil his Nrighbour, and get his Mo- 
ney or Jewqgls into his Hands, they 
are all his own: For our Authour 


is very ſure, fince Propheſie bath cear'd, , 


Providence 15 only vocal to us; and be 
can from thexce prodice ſuch ſtrong ar» 
guments as will not with caſe be elu- 
ded. And is not this pure Caſuiſtical 
Divinity , and admirably fitted to 
» promote Righteouſnels and Juſtice in 
the World 2 But if this hold not good 
in private Eſtates, I would fain have 
4he Authour thew me a Reaſon why 


it does in Kingdoms > God hath the. 


ſame Propriety , his Providence is 
the ſame, and the general Principles 
and Accounts of God's Proceedings 
in Scripture, are all one: And there- 
fore it an Argument from Provi- 
dence be not good, with reſpeRt to 
-private Eſtates, ncither is it with re- 
ſpe& to Governments; and Right, 
and not Providence , muſt govern us 
in one Caſe, as well as the other. 

. The State of this Matter is plainly 
this: Where we are free, we ma 
a& upon the Interpoſitions of Pro 
dence, as we fſce occaſion; but 
where we are already bound up by 
Oaths and Laws, their Obligation 
will hold us again all Providences, 


( 25) 


( nakedly and barely confidered,) and 


we cannot be diſcharged of them till” 


God by his Providence hath fo or- 
dered and diſpoſed Matters, as we 
may lawfully a& without the Breach 
and Violation of them, When a Gv- 
vernment 4 altered, and (© as to re- 
quire a Right to the Subjects Alle» 
giance, in the forementioned ways 
of Death , Ceition, &c.) It is cer- 
tain this comes by Providence, ( and 
therefore juſtly and fi:ly aſcribed to 
it:) But then the immediate Rea- 
ſon and Ground of Subyniffion is not 
the Permiffion or Providence of God 
merely ; but Providence proceeding 
ſo far, as to open a way that it may 
be done lawfully , and without pre« 
jadice to other Ties: In this ſenſc, 
we may follow the Direction of Proe 
riderce, and become Subjects to a 
Government that Provedence ſhall /o 
ſet up. But this ſenſe will not ſerve 
our Afithour's turn, and yet it is the 
ſame that he delivereth, though he 
he doth not know it. He tells us in 
page 15. That wictbout the Inter 
tions of Providence, Prediijons then» 
ſelves are not raſhly to be executed; 
s. e. tilt Providence: hath fo cleared 
the way, as to make it lawfull to put 
them in Execution. 

A little before he quotes a Paſſage 
out, or the Convocation-Book, p. 47. 
That the Succeſs of Divine BenediFtions 
(which. afterwards he calls Predifi- 
ons, as if Benediff50ns and Prediftions 
were all one, ) are to be left to the Die 

on of God's Heavenly Providencs. 

Naw this Paflage in the Convoca» 
tion refers to SamuePs annointing Da» 
vid King, intimation thereby, tit 
Samuel did not depoſe Saw, nor put 
Dawd upon undue Means to gain the 
Crown, but left the accompliſhment 
of it to God's Providence, to clear 
and open a way for him, that he 
might lawfully take it. And it is plain 
ſo _ underftood it ; for though 
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he was annointed Kiag by Ga2d's ex- 
pres Commandment, - ( and that is 
ſomewhat more than by Providence, ) 
yet that did not tempt him to at 
againſt his knowa Daty : And though 
God put $a: twice into his power, 
he did not think rbat Providence 4 
feitiftable Ground to aF upon, and to 
take that advantage to make himſelf 
King, (and yet I take it, that wasa 
great deal mare than Permiſſion.) And 
David's Followers urge it home, Ani 
the m:n of David ſaid unto him, be- 
bald the day which the Lord ſaid unto 
th:e, behold) I will give thine enemy 
ents thine hand, that thou may:/t de 
to bim as ſhall ſeem good unto thee. 
1.Sam. 4 4. And Abiſ:s allo ſaid to 
Dawid, God bath delivered thine Ene- 
my into thy band this diy: now there- 
fore let me ſmite bim, God had gi- 
ven his Enemy that purſued his Life 
into his hands, and hcre was a graci- 
915 Providence to aft upon; God made 
him a Promiſe, and ſcemed to point 
eut this as a means to eeemalthh it; 
and it muſt be confefi:d this is as 
plauſible a Caſe as can be put. But 
David knew his Daty better, and 
though the text exprefics, and Dawuid , 
owns, that it was from God, and 
that God did it, - and that is by an 
ative and not barely permiſflize Pro- 
vidence ; yet he knew that was no 
warrant for him to at agaialt any 
branch of his Legal Duty , but ſays 
expreſly, whocen ftretch forth bis hand 
againſt the Lord's Annomted,, and be 
guiltleſi? It was againſt the Law 
to ſtretch. forth his hand againſt the 
King, and no interpoſitions of Pro- 
videace, would make that fat in- 
nocent, he followed Providence as far 
as he lawfully might , and the Laws 
of the Kingdom permitted, but he 
durſt not at upon it in contradicti- 
on to them ; and therefore he ſays to 


Abiſhai that would have killed Saul, 


7, 10, the Lord ſhall ſmite him, or 


ob 
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bs dty ſha!! come to die, or be ſhall dre 
ſcend into barrel ani periſh; that is, 
he l-<tt it to Gol's Providence, fa to 
order and diſpaſe of Things, and ty 
bring it about in ſuch a manner, as 
he might take the Crown without 
the Violation of any Duty that he 
owed, or of any formec Engagement 
he had made to King Saul. Now 
when Providence proceeds in this 
maaner, and {9 to make a clear paſl- 
ſage to SubmiTion, then, and then 
onely it is a juſtifiable Ground to act 
up32. But to talk of Divine Permil- 
fians, as a ſificient Warrant to ju- 
ſtifice our ARing againſt Common 
Right, and known Laws, and the 
ſtrongeſt Obligations, is certainly 
one of the wildeſt Aﬀertions in the 
World. 
I ſhall end this with the plain Judg- 
ment of DoQtor Stilling fleet in this 
matter: Tbe great Revolutions of Gy Serm. be» 
vernment are attribued to the parti- fore the 
Fort go» gr 4 God ; _ FE w Commons 
udge, be Wn one uteth Nv. 13. 
up Wh Ohich doth not found any 1671, : 
Right of Dominion, (which ſome fan-\34 Elit. 
cyed, 'til the Argument from Provi- 
dence was returned with greater foree 
pan themſelves ;) but it ſhews, that 
when God pleaſes to make uſe of Per- 


ſons or Nations, as the ſcorges in his 


Hind to puniſh- a People with, He: 
ves them Succeſs above their Hopes or 
xpeFations ; But that Succeſs gives 

them no Right. _ . 


For a Concluſion IT ſhall add one 
Thing more, and which of itſelf a- 
lone is ſufficient to ſhew the Folly of 
our Authour's Interpretation, and 
that is, That (beſide the many Ab- 

rdities and Contradictions that at- 
tend it, ) it is contrary tos the expreſs 
Dodtrine and Declaration of the 
Members of that Convocation. Now 
I take it for granted, that they un- 
derftood the Senſe of the Convocation 

2 oe I a little 


On Nov. 5. 
1613. 

p- 939+ 
24 Edit, 
1631, 


a ſittle Letter' than our Authouy, . I 
take. it likewiſe for granted, That 
what they had determined for Doc+ 
trine jn a publick, and folemn Way , 
and in Convocation, they would nei- 
ther contradict, nor yet deliver the 
clean contrary in their particular 
Writings. But then it will follow, 
that our Authour's Interpretation , 
and the. DoCtrine built on it is a new 
Invention, and never heard of in 
the Church of England, till very 
lately. Biſhop Andrews, a very E- 
minent and Learned M-mber of that 
Convocation, in a Sermon preached 
before the King , but three Years 
after the ending of it, vpon theſe 
Words, Per me Reges regnant, by 
me Kings reign, ( Prov. 8-14; ) cells 
us, That the at Regnant is twofold ; 
Some are Reges, Kings 3 and yet 
re1g not, ( 43 True Hpins defeated, ) 
and ſome reign, and are no Kings, 
(4s do all Uſurpers on the Throne , 


per Fas Nefsque, ) allways one thing 
it is to be King, another to reign; - 


Joaſh was rrue King all thoſe ſix 
years he reign'd not; Athaliah reign» 
ed all thoſe ſix years, yet rus Queen 
ſhe never was any Of ſuch God ſaith, 
Hoſ. 8. 9. Reguarerunt, ſed non 2 
me. Why? For per me Reges reg- 
nant , by me Kings reign; Kings of 
lawfull and true Deſcent , they, reion 
by me. Theſe were none ſuch, they 
reigned without any per, from me; 
bue when theſe meet, and they that be 
Reges de Jure, regnant de Fato, 
then it # as it ſhould be, and'per me 
it # that they ſo meer, 


Biſhop Buckeridge, Biſhop of Ro- 
chefter, (in his bk written in = 
Detence of Barclay, which Book was 
probably written ſome part of it in 
the time of this Convocation, for it 
is a Very Elaborate Work, and was 
printed 1614. ) layeth this down as 
a general DoRtrins 3 There # # grecs 
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difference between . a1 Th- 
rant Yeigneng by a lawful. 
Title, and a Tyrant with- 
out Right and Title, and 
snuading” the Kingdom by 
farce, T a lawfull King 
exerciſe Tyranny, he can- 
not be compelled by the 
Biſhops, or Nobles, or 
People , &Kc. for ſuch 4 


. Diſparyeroeft ratio 


TyranniJegitimo jure 
regnantis,& Tyranno 


- fine jure & tituloReg- 


num per Vim & Ty- 
raynidem, oceupantis, 
fc. Roffin. in rebus 
Temp. de Poteſtats 'Pa- 
pe, þ- 919, 


Tyrant being in the Throne 

by a Juſt Title, # ordained of God, 
and be who refiſts him , _ the Or- 
dinance of God: But of any Man 
fnatcheth the Kingdom by Force and 
Tyranny, be #s not a King, but an Ene- 
my, and it # lawfuil for any of the 
People to doe the ſame to bim, as they 
may doe to an Enemy. This is plain 
enough but yet there is more in that 
Chapter no leſs obſeravable. Bet 
larmine had objected the 
Quiet Poſſeſſion of Atha- 
liab for 


ſwers, How quiet ſoever Pp. 91, 
it It, it was molent, 
(for ſhe was guarded with p 
Soldters , ) Bus what are fix years t9 
make a good Title of Preſcription, and 
Poſſeſſion, which, according to Gr 
ry Thologanas, ought to be the Poſe 
7) Sober hundred Tears more; and 
are fix Tears to an hundred? 
Athaliah berefore had not acquired 4 
Right to the Crown, neither by the 
Conſent of the People , nor by the Pre- 
je ion of on Tears, but being a mexe 
urper, and no Queen, ſhe might he 
depoſed. And fo we ſhe a only 
the ſenſe of this Right Reverend 
Eearned Prelate, that an Uſurped Poſ- 
ſefſion of the Crown- cannot Claim 


" our Allegiance, but alſo we have his 


ſenſe of a thorough ſettlement (in one 
kind; ) and that is when a Right to 
the Government is acquired by--a 
Preſription, and that is a long and 
ypinterrupted Poſſefſion joined with 

the 


At ſex annos quiete 
x years. To regnavit & pofſefſio 
which the Biſhop an- ifta eſt quieta, &c. 


I 


acquitita, Temporis 
Preſcriptione legiti- ſcription they uſually be- 


ama fierj ſolent. Ibid, 


ia jure Belli 


So, 
3T. 1 point. He 


the Conſent of the People. And fo 
it follws a little after, when in an» 
ſwer to Bellarmine's ObjeRting other 
Governments , which in their begin- 
nings were Violent and Tyrannical, 
but afterwards became lawfull, as 
_ that of the Ceſars, the Gorbs, and 
; Lombards, he (ays, That 
Governments acquired by 
the right of War, by Pre- 


come lawfull. But then 
by Preſcription it is plain 
he does not mean a quiet Pofſefion 
of fix, nor many more Years , but 
when thereby a Right to the Go» 
vernment is acquired; and conſe- 
quently our Authour's full Pofſcfion 
of - Dignities, Prerogatives, &s. to 
to which our Allegiance is due, is a 
N tion before now never ſaw 
Light among the trye Sons of the 
Church of E 
To theſe Right Reverend Pretatas 
I crave leave to'add a worthy aud 
learn'd Authour, who ao wrote ma= 
ny learned Tracts about theſe times, 
and he is DoRter Fackzon, who hath 
fully decared his own and the rn 
of England's ent in this very 
5g —_— two Queſti- 
any man abich wuh- 
- _ doth take upon bim, and by 
rand and wiolence gets F0 
exerciſe Royal SE Tae cn 
may bs refiſted ? The ſecond 9: Ibe- 


ther He that by juſt Title 15 inveſted 
with Rozal Power may be reſifted 1n 


the Unjnft and Tyrannical Exerciſes 


of tt ? 
o the ions thi An 
ae on Re 


Aral Philoſophers , aud approved- of 
.by beſt Diwines. ; 
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t s 4 truth unqueſtronable , 
4” Tyrane by Title, or 4 mere 
of þ eme Power , or an In- 


into tbe Office Rejal , may be 
» | r ang he Ordi- 


Reaſon # plain ; 
for that be could never gl \* noel, 
nue bis Power otherwiſe than by re« 
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ned «l Succeſſion, he openly re- 
ICS bigher than by own, 
whether thu Power be yet afRtually an- 
wexed to ſome known Perſons that bave 


Right or ' Titles to the Kingdom by 
Succeſſion, 


or not, *Tis true, he ſays 
this refaftance oy _ be made by 
ev ; he ſays it Tikew, 
wed ry Qualification, Save #1 the 
Right and Intereſt of the Right Herr, 
or by bus Commsſſion and Command. 
And the ſame he fays a little after, 
{Page $68.) when he anſwers to the 
Example of Feboiads's depofing of 
Athalzab , urged by the Papifts for 
the Power of the Pope to depoſe 


Kings. The Power royal or ſupreme 


wa by Right annexed to the Infant 


Prince , as being next Heir ; and Je- 
hoiada depoſed her who by Force and 
Violence uſurped the royal Scep- 


tre. Is it then all one in theſe Mens 
uinity, for « SubjeBt or Peer of any 


the Chriſtian 


7 brow duwn4be Lanfull King from bis 


Throw 7 


Throne > or to authoriſe bis Subjeflt or 
others to do to bim as Jehoiada did £0 
Athaliah ? And to bring in 4 

or Alien, 4s be to caſt out 4 Stranger 
or Uſuryer. | 


Theſe Teſtimonies are clear e- 
- nough 
own'd 


of the Doctrine that was 
the Convocation, and by 


under the Revolution begun in 42. 
and if Doctor Field, then Dean of 
Wirceſter, and many others, who 
have ſail the ſame ; but this would 


be to write a New Hiſtey of 
Obedience: And I think bag. ory 


ns Ahn 6 Man elſe, 
to me one fingle , not 
onely of any Member of that Convo- 


cation, but of any approved Authour 
of the Church of Englend, and. of 
that , or any other Age, but (cither 
diſcourfing ex 


(29) | 
- The Authone (in ridiculous Cant ) 


thy Farr Convocarion-Book, 


mY 


tells us in Page 1, 2. Since Brſbop O- 
verall's Convocation Book we plead 


ſon and Authority. But 1 tell him in 


lis own Language, That we have not 
onely got z whole Convocation of 
un and learned "Men, but 
the ſame. unprejudiced and 


learned 
* Men out of Convocation, and all the 


learned Men of that Age, and of all 
others of the Church of land, 
who were removed from ary Temp= 
tations, and the fitteſt and moſt fair 
Judges to determine, that have ana- 
nimouſly and expreſly condemned 
the Notions and Aﬀertions of our 
Authour, and of all that hold the 


I conclude with one Requeſt to 
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Pas. 9. 


Sherlock hath publiſh'd the Rea- 
ſons that induced him to take 
the Oath; He proceeds upon 
the fame Gronnds with this Author, 
and what is here ſaid (as to the main) 
is equally of Force againſt both, and 
will ſerve to Vindicate the Convocetion- 
Book, as well from the Falſe Interpre- 
tation of the Dr. as of the Author. 
I ſhall not now ſtand (nor does it con- 
cern my preſent Purpoſe ) to Examine 
all the Arguments the Dr. makes uſe 
of, (but that will be done in due time) : 
But I ſhall fully further Conſider what. 
he urges from the Convocation, and is 
aot mentioned by the Author, and ſhall 
alſo Clear theſe Aﬀertions deliver'd in 
the Anſwer, from ſuch things as may 
be rais'd in Objeftion to them, from 
the Dr's Book. And in Examining 
theſe, 1 ſhall have Occaſion to Conſi- 
der, and ſhall chereby ſhew the Weak- 
neſs of the Fundamental Principles that 
he proceeds upon. 1 Obſerve then : 
1. That the Interpretation of the 
Words of the Convocation*in both; is 
the very ſame : Bat chere is ſome Dif- 
ference as to the manner of propahng 
it» The Author is doubtful and mo=- 
deft ;, #e cannot but conceive, and with 
Submiſſion, That a Government is ſet- 
tled, when the whole Almini/tration of 
Aﬀeirs , and al Places of Trut, &c. 
ere in the Hands of the Prince. But 
the Dr. is very conkdent of it, it is 
as plain, as euery body can ſee 4t;, an 
( faith he) ff this be not « ſettled Go- 


_ the fmiſhing of this, Doftar 


Poſltlcript. 


vernment, 1 deſpair of ever knowing what Preface. 


it is. Now it muſt be remembred, 
that the Dr. owns, that in this Book 
he hath renounc'd one of his Princi- 
ples, and the whole Book is an Evi- 
dence, and an Acknowledgment, that 
he hath been very much miſtaken, and 
hath continued a great while under 
the Power of thoſe Miſtakes. And © 
ſoon, and in the ſame Book to be a- 
ain ſo full of Aﬀurance, and to chal- 
People to Anſwer bim? The 
Principle that he now renounceth, yea, 
and all the Principles he now diſputes 
againſt, ( though he calls it ſoftly De- 
aring bis own Thoughts ) yet he did 
afſert with as much Peremptorineſs as 
any thing in this New Book: And 
why ſhould he then deſpair of know- 
ing any other Notion ofa ſettled Go- 
vernment, beſides his own; perhaps, 
( if no body could inform him) che 
Dr. hereafter might himſelf find out 
another Notion of it; for what hath 
been, may be : In the mean time, there 
is another Notion of it deliver'd a 
bove, and which is more agreeable to 
the Rules of Truth and Juſtice , and 
to the common Acceptation of theſe 
Words among Men. And let the Dr. 
ſhew me any one Approved Lawyer, 
or Civilien, ( who are ſuppos'd ; to 
ſpeak the moſt properly in fuch Mat- 
ters ) or any Hiferias that ever de- 
liver*d ſuch a Senſe of thoſe Words, 
or that ever affirm'd, or in a meer 
Narratory way, declar'd, That @n Ut - 
ſurped Pofſefſion, was a Thorough Ser- 
A Hement, 
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ziement, or any Settlement at all, when 
there was a Rightful and Legal Ti- 
= in being againſt it, and that Ti- 


approved Author, that ever ſaid, That 
Tyranms fone Titulo, (as is the Caſe the 
Dr. puts in his Book ) was a Govern- 
ment throughly ſettled, er any True 


the way ) is ſtrange Doftrine : For 
why does not God's Authority in the 
Poffeflor, ( if he have it ) bind the 
Diſpoflefied King as well as the People? 
and it is ſomewbat ftrange that when 
God diveſts a King of his Government, 
he has till a Right to it, and may 
juſtly recover it: This tends mightily 
to the Peace of Societies, (one of the 
Drs. Arguments.)The Caſe of the Kings 
the Convocation ſpeaks of as diſpoſ- 
ſeſſed by God was quite otherwiſe, 
they had no Right lefr, as when Febu 
was Anointed, Forem became his Sub- 
jct- But it muſt be conſefſed thoſe 
Wiſe Men never thought of the Drs. 
Hypotheſis and new Notions : But to 
the purpoſe, the diſpofſefſed King ac- 
cording to the Dr. hath ſtill a Legal 
Right, and by vertue of which he may 
recover his Throne. Then I fay, ſo 
long as the Caſe is ſo, and the Preten- 
tions to Right till in diſpute, the con- 
trary Government can never be ſaid 
to be throughly ſetled; when there is 
a proſecution,but of a Right, 
it cannot fairly be ſaid, that foch a 
Pofieffion is ſetled, but when 
there is a plaia, vifable, and indiſputa- 
words Right a _ a Poficfior, 
t Right attually proſecuted 

in ſuch a caſe to call dowd Poſſeffion, 
A thorough ſettlement, is one of the ſtran- 
— in the World; and ifthat 
e A » all the World have 
kitherto been miſtaken about it, and 


(2) 


+ I think there is no 


we are beholding to the Dr. for his 
new Diſcovery of a Settlement. As 


for his new Dottrine about Providence, . 
2. The Dottor ſays, That the Con pag. 6. 


- 


vocation ſpeaks of the Subje&ion of 
the /ſraclites to the Moabites and Ars- 
mites, and co the Kings of Agypt and 
Babylon, as their duty, and that they 
were bound to it, and from thence 
concludes the ſence of the Convocation 
to be, That Princes,who have no Legal 
Right may have Gods Authority, and 
ought to be —_— For ſaith he, the 
Governmeat of J7ſracl, and the &- 
Lyptien, and Babyloniſh Kings never had 
any | Right : Now but Three 
Pages off , the Dr. tells us, That the Sub- 


miſſion of the Prince may be thought ne- Þ* 


ceſſery to transfer 4 Legal Right;, and 
then all theſe Governments hai a Le- 
gal Right to the Government of 1ſrael : 
As to Babylon, the Dr. tells us,there was 


Gods expreſs Command for their Sub- _ 


miſſion, and Nebuchadnezzar carryed 
the Princes Captive with him, and 
eat doubt of their 
Submiffion, and eſpecially if they were 
ſenfible that Godl Commanded it. 4s 
to Agypt, what Government the Fews 
had then among them does not appears 
but what ever Government they : 
Or, whoever they had for their Go- 
vernours , it is plain they Submitted 
to the Kings of Zgypt as well as all the 
People; And the Convocation expreſ- 
lya they did ſo. And the Caſe 
is the ſame with reſpet to the Moabires 
and Aremites;, whatever Governours 
they had, __ the people Sub- 
—_ and - yon ns iS AS EX» 
preis as can be, it was not 
Lawful to taks Arms againft nope 

s 


quotes too out of them; but then 
DIED _ what gory he faid 

co ave no Ri to 
Govern [ſrael ; for if the Erbmaion of 
the Prince can Transfer a Legal Right 
then they bad a Legal Right, and 
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to be ſare they could have what they 


 Aﬀally had. IF it be ſaid that God 


was at that time their Soveraign, and 


He did not Submit; it is true He did 


not, but the Text ſays Expreſly, that 
God deliver'd them into their hands. 
But then this wonld be an Argument 
againſt their - Submiſhon , For the 
Dr.tells us.that where God entayles the 
Crown, the People were not to Sub- 
mit to any Uſurper, if the Right Heir 
was alive; and therefore much more 
where God himſelf was their King, and 
then ſure they might Lawſully reſiſt 
theſe Kings, whoſe Subjefts they were 
not, nor could be, and they needed no 
eſpecial Commifhon or Direftion, to 
deftroy the Uſurpers as Abud did Xg- 
lon, but they might, Nay, they were 
boun4 to do it, as Feboiada flew Atha- 
liah. For 1 hope God's Entayl is not of 
greater force than his own immediate 
G-vernment; ſo that either their Sub- 
miſſion Transferr'd a Legal Right, or 
elſe their Submifſion was a fin. 

The Dr. aflerts, That the Convoca- 
tion ſpeaks of egal and Vſurped Pow- 
ers; But the Dr's Proofs from thzm 
are only of Zegal Powers. And Con- 
ſequently, that only Legal Powers 
have Go'ls Authority, and a Govern» 
ment is' then throughly ſetled, when 
it becomes Legal. The Dr. will not, 
but the Convocation diſtinguiſhes be- 
tween the means of acquiring a Power, 
and the Power it ſelf; the means of 
acquiring Power may be very unjuſt and 
Ilkegal, and yet the Power aſterwards 
may be very Legal. But the Dr. is 
reſoly'd they muſt be all one, and be- 
cauſe the Convocation ſpeaks of the 
Ambition of Enchroaching Kings, 
and the Rebellion of Subjetts, as a 
means whereby Governments have 
been alter'd, therefore by a Govern- 


ment being thorough ſexled, they muſt *' 


needs mean uſurped Powers. As if 
it was impoſhble, for ſuch beginnings 
afterwards to acquire a Right, and ſo 
Terminate ig a Legal Title, and 'Till 


% 


TED 


thatis, the Government is as unjuſt as 
the Rebelliva and Encroachment ; And 
a man cannot juſtly become a party to- 
the Government, no more than to the 
Rebellion , for they are both equal- 
ly unjuſt, except the Dr. thinks that 

caling a. purſe is very unjuſt, but the 
keeping it aſter it is ſtolen, is very juſt. 
I will graat the Dr, that a Govern- 
meat, by what ill means ſoever attain'd, 
may have God's Authority, and be 
thorovghly ſetled; But then 1 ſay, it 
has not Gods Authority, nor is 
thoroughly ſetled, till it ftands upon 
the foundation of Kight, and becomes 
Legal. The Convocation never men- 
tions Uſurpation, or, Uſurper, -vame 
or thing, butin one place, and that 13 
the Cale of Aibaliab, and they plainly 
condemne it, and juſtifie the killing 
her; But in the other inſtances of Go- 
vernment in that Book, a Legality is 
imply'd; Orinexpreſs Termsathrm'«, 
chap. 31. it is ſaid when Mexander was 


dead, the Fews were free, none of bis p45+ 66+ 


C aptaines baving any Lawfol intereſt, 
or Title to Judah; plainly intimating 
that Alexander himſelf, and the Perfan 
before him, had a Lawful intereſt, and 
Tirle and they likewiſe tell us of the 
Komans, that they were the Lawfui 
Magiſtrates of the Fews. But nothing 
will ſerve the Dr's turn, but the 
Power muſt be as unjuſt as the means; 
and if it was granted him I wonder, 
what he would make of it. That 
would certainly be a very odd reaſon 
for Subjettion, he that partakes with 
injaſtice, (as he certainly does that 
joyns wich it) partakes with the guilc 
too. And if the Power be unjuſt, then 
toabet, to defend, ſupport and main- 
cain that Power muſt be unjuſt like- 
wiſe. The Dr's ſhift of Legal Rights, 
and Gods Rights will ſtand him in no 
ead, for that will ſerve- all Caſes as 
well as his , God hath a-Right to take 
away any mans life, or eſtate, as well 
as a Throne. But if this be done by 
Illegal ways, it is not God's Right _ 


_— 
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bouad to purſue the Wicked Inftru- 
mens, and to bring them to Puniſh- 
ment, and whoever adheres to them is 
a Theif and a Murgererequal to them. 
And if wo forſake the Laws and the 
plain Rutes of Praftice, and apply our 
ſelves to Provideneces and God's Rights 
of Creation, we mrft be forc'd to 
quit Truth and Juſtice, ant! adhere 
to a company of Theeves, Lyars and 
Murderers. 
+ To the Caſe of Foeſh and Atha- 
tiah, the-Dr. gives two Anſwers. 
1+» The Giſt is this: Al that this 
Story amoienrs 10 is no more than this, 
That when a Legal ani Richtful Heir is 
aftually Poſſeſſed of the Throne, the Sub- 
jets may return t0 thetr Allegiance, and 
by bis Autbority proſecute tbe Uſurper, 
&c. I anſwer, The ſtory amounts to a 
great deal more; and that is, That 
SubjeAs may ſet the Rightful Heir upon 
the Throne, altho? it be in the Aftual 
Poffeſfion of an Uſurper;for ſo Feboiada, 
and the People did: They fet up the 
Right Heir, and ejefted the Ufurper, 
tho” ſhe had been in the Pofſeſhon of 
the Throne for fix Years. But (faith 
the Dr.) The Rightfu! Heir was aftu- 
ally poffefſed of the Throne, for Joaſh 
wes firff Anoimed and Procleimed, be- 
fore any one ftirred « finger agaimft Atha- 
liah. But is the Dr. ſure, that Foaſh 
was attually Poffefſed of the Throne ? 
He was Anointed indeed : But is A- 
nointing attual Pofſeffion ? and it will 
'mot be eake to prove it according to the 
Drs. Notion of Doffeflion, of having 
"the whole Adminiſtration of Afﬀairs, 
and all the Authority of the King- 
"dom in his hands, ſure Athalich 
had ſornie : Bat however, who Anoin- 
+ed ? And who Proclaimed him ? And 
whe put him in Pofſefftion? Why tro- 
ly ap'body elſe but his -own Snbjcfts, 
and theſe very Men that had lived frx 
Years under the Qfurper. And then 
] perceive that Subjefs may ftand by 
rhe Rightful Heir againft aa Uſur- 


( 4) 
Soveraignty that ! 'nders, but we are 


per, tho* Poſſefſed of the Throne for 
{ore Years. But then, Where is that 
Fidelity, Allegiance and Obedience, 
that the Dr. ſays we are bound to pay 
to Uſarped Powers ? But for all that, 
ig Dr. 7 on > lays, Now this 

8 very different C aſe from rai - 
belltion agzinf# a Prince 4 who oy * 


Poſſe fron of the Throne, 10 an 
jefed onr. And 1 pray wiſere is this 
iffterence ? A Man wuſt open his 
Eyes wide, that can ſee it, Was not 


Athaliab in the Pofſeſſion of the Throne 
when Feboizds Anointed Foeſh? The 
Dr. may call this Rebellion if he pleaſe, 
and iab called -it Treaſon, and 
pernnge upon the Drs. Principles : 

ut for all that Feboiade and the Peo- 
ple did their duty to their Rightful 
Prince, and flew her that was in Poſ- 
feffion of the Throne. And that 1 
ſuppoſe is no great ſign that they 
thonght Pofſeſhon of the Throne by 
Providence was God's Authority, or 
that Allegiance was due upon that ac- 
count,- I know there is a difference be- 
tween Anointing a New King, and Re- 
ſtoring an Exfed one. But the Queſti- 
on is concerning Allegiance to an 
Uſurper in the ffion of theThrone, 
and as to that there is no difference. 
For theſe pay as little Allegiance toan 
Uſarper who Anointa King, and then 
Depoſe him, as thoſe who do it to 
reſtore an Ejeed one: And 1 would 
fain know what difference there is 
( as to Allegiance to an Uſurper ) be. 
tween Anointing a New King, and 
upon his Authority diſpolſeilivg an 


Uſurper, and doing the ſame thing 


upon the Authority of one already 
Anointed. 

2. His other Anſwer is, That God 
bimſdf bad imail'd the K ingdom of Ju- 
dah ons the Poſterity of Davi.! , ayd 
therefore nothing could juftifie their Sub- 
miſion w at Uſurper when the X ings 
Son was found;, but in other X ingdoms 
where Entails are made by Providence, 
there the placing a Prince in the Threne, 

| is 


is 4 Reaſon to ſubmit to bim as Gods 
Ordinance aud Miniſter, 
To this I Anſwer: 

1, This Diftinton is not in the Con- 
wocation Beok, and ſo it does not af- 
feft their Sence; They do not ſpeak 
with reference to it, when they call 
Athaliab an Ufurper, and juſtifie the 
Proceedings of Feboiada and the Peo- 
ple anainſt her ;, but the Reaſon they 
give is General, The Right Heir of the 
K ingdom being alive, which extends 
to all Kingdoms that are entayÞd, and 
go by Succeſhon: And it is plain 
they thought of no ſuch difference as 
to this matter; but that a thorough 
Settlement of a Government (and 
tho” attained by the ſame ill means) 
was the ſame thing, and had God's 
Authority ia Fudab as well as any 
other Nation, as in the Inſtances of 
the Babylonians, Macedonians and Ro- 
mans, whole Government over the 
Fewes was not attained by honeſter 
means then Atbaliab's, and was as 
much contrary to the entail upon Da- 
vid's Houſe, as hers, and yet they 
jufſtifie and require Obedience to them, 
but juſtifhe the Naying of her: And 
therefore it is-plain, that by a thorough 
Settlement they do nut mean a full 
Pofleffion of Power, for Awbalich had 
as full a Pefſeſlion of Tower in the 
Kingdom of Fudab, as had the Baby- 
lonians, Macedonians, or Komans, nor 
do tbey reckun God's entaile apon De- 
vid's Poſterity any grapnd of diffe- 
rence iti this metry, for,the, Goveru- 
ment_of Fidab by  Bebylaniens. was 2s 
much contrary ty that entail, .. as the 
Government of Atbells | 

2, The Drs. Arguments will equal» 
ly juite Submiflion to Atbaliab in 
the Kingdom of Fudeb, natwithſtagd- 
ingTuch efitaif,as to an Wurper .inany 
other Nation,.. .I. ſhail, Iota ig 
two z. his. Argument: from Trovideace, 
ard bis Argument from: te necefhry 
of Goverameat for the Pretervation of 
Humane Society. ! 


ST# 


' 1+ His Arguments from Pravidence : 
Theſe equally fit Athatiab, and ſhe 
had the ſame Pretenſfions to Provi- 
dence as any other Uſurper hath or 
can haye: The Dr. gclls us. expreily, 


"my it makes no difference in 3his Caſe pag. 12- 
to 418; - 


jb betreen whes God permits, 
and what be does ;, for this diff indon, does 
wot relate to the events of things, but to 
the Wickedneſs of Men, which. God on- 
ly permits ;, but the events of all things 
are in bis bands, and are ordered and 
diſpoſed by bis Will and Council, 4s they 
muf# be, if God Goyerns the World. Now 
according to this Dottrine, Aibaliab's 
Uſurpation' was the. AR of God, -and 
as much ſo, as any other Uſurpation; 
Her wicked Conncels. and Deſigns God 
only permitted, as he does thoſe of 
other Uſurpersz, but hec aftual Poſ 
ſefſhon of the Throne was what God 
appointed, and was as much ordered 
and diſpoſed by his Decree. and Council, 
as that of any Uſurper in «the whole 
World. Farther, the Dr. fays, if there 
were ſuch a Diflindios, we ought tn rea» 
ſon 10 aſcribe the Advancement of K ings 
fo Gods Decree and Council, becauſe it 
is the Principal At of Prividence which 
bas rm an influence on ube Govern- 
ment of the World :; and if be. Decree and 
Order any events, certainly be peculiarly 
orders ſuch events as will do maf# good, 
or moif hurt to the World. And this 
fits Athaliab's Cafe as welt 'az any 
other; and it ſeems her Advancement 
tothe Throne was nat only Gods Des 
cree, but his; Peewliar Decree and Or3 
der. for that event as well us. any 
ather Uurpation,bad agreat infligence, 
and might do much good or hurt 
tbe Word, Farther yet according'te 
this Dotirice , the Dr. ſays That 
ALL Kings (and oben ſure Arbalich 
a the: reft:) are egue ly" 


wit rjpet to God-t/1for 16oje Uh _ Pag. 1 


King, unleſs 4 Man could mike bim- 


ielf 
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ſelf K ing whether God will or no. Now 
1 only ſuppoſe, that Athaelieb could 
not do what is Iimpofible, nor (if ſhe 
had never ſo much minde to it) could 
ſhe make make her ſelf Queen mwhe- 
God would or mo. The Dr. farther 
adds, He is our K ing who is ſctled in 
wy Throne in 1be wy yr or _ 
Soverdion Power, =o is 

Name of Power and Dr wot of 
meer Right. Now Athaliab bad the altu- 
al Adminiftration of Soveraign Power, 
and therefore according to the Dr. 
ſhe was Queen by 5 Authority , 
tho' not by the Law of the Land, and 
Allegiance muſt be due to her as well 
as toany other. And all the Drs. Ar- 
are as concluſive and valid 
Submiffzon to Arbaliah, as for Sub- 
_— to ay _ _— - _ 
onings t with Re to 

her, ſo are they alſo with reſpett to 
any other Uſ ion; for if theſe 
be not certain Signs of God's Decree 
and Council, That a Perſon ſo pof- 
ſefled of the Throne, ſhonld be own'd 
as King, and ſubmitted to, then they 
are no Rule for us; if they are, then 
they were a Rule for the Fews, and 
"tis meer trifling to talk of God's en- 
tailing the Crown, as if Cod was 
ty'd._ ary 'more to the entails of his 
own making, than he is to Humane 


Sanding any entail made 
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ſuppoſe the Dr will grant me,. that 
the People of Fudgh were a Humane 
Scociety, and then there is not one 
Argument the Dr. uſes but what will 
equally conclude for ſubmiffion to 4- 
thaliab as to any other Uſurper, and 
the Dr. here argues from the nature 
of the thing, which is equally the ſame 
in all Governments. Now the Dr. 
tells us, That Zumane Societies mu/# 
not difolve into a Mobbile, or Mr. Hob's 
fate of Nature, becauſe the Legal Prince 
has loft bis Throne, and can n0 longer 
Govern. For the end of Civil Govern 
ment, is the ſafety and trenquility of Hw- 
mane Societies, and whatſoever is neceſſary 
and uſeful to this end, becomes & duty. 
Now the ſafety of the Fewiſb Society 
was as much the end of that Govern- 
ment as'of any other, and if for the 
preſervation of Humane Society, it be 
neceffary to ſubmit to an Uuſurper, it 
was likewiſe neceflary for the People 
of Fadah to ſubmit to Mthai/iab, but 
if it was not neceſſary for their pre- 
ſervation, or if that neceffiry wonkl 
not juſtifie their Submifhon to an 
Uſurper in that Kingdom, then it is 
ain that ſuch a Submiſhon cannot 
warranted from the ends of Go- 
vernment, let theſe ends be what they 
m_—  aordotoky ray) aps men 
may thmgs preſerva- 
tion of a Society while they are undet 
an Uſurper, but that will not ſerve 
the Drs. turn , except they go through 
with the matter, and do every thing 
that is due to a Rightful King, Biſhop 
Sanderſon owns it lawful to pay ſome 
kind of ſubmiſſion, as to defend the 
Country ' againſt a Forreign Ene- 
my, to preſerve Trade and Commerce, 
Ye. Bat without any regard to the Au- 


deal more : Well, whatſoever it re- 
quires, 1 hope it required as much in 
the Kingdom of Fudeb as any where 
elſe. And by that we ſhall eafily 
diſcern the. torce of the Dr's Argu» 


ment. 
1. He ſays, 4s the Biſhop fates the 
matter, this deftroys Civil Governnent, 
and 2 governed ſociety, for here is neither 
K ing nor SubjeF, no Authority to Com- 
mand, nor duty to obey, and no man will 
call this a Civil Government, or ſocie 
to which Authority, and Ob-dience is E[- 
ſential. Well now, | ask the Dr. what 
muſt the SubjeRs of Fudzb do, Athaliab 
had got the Poffeiſion of the Threne 
for fax years, and what would become 
of Society a!l chat while?why tis plain 
as can be, they muſt own her Autho- 
rity,and pay Allegiance to her : For ſays 
the Dr. If Humane Societys muſt be pre- 
ſervd , then the neceſfitys of government 
given Autbqrity to the Prince, and lay an 
Obligation of Duty on the SubjeR : if God 
will preſerve humane ſccietys, we muſt 
conclude, th..1 when be removes one K ing 
out of the Throne, be yives bis Authority 
10 bim, whom he places there ;, for without 
Autbority, Humane Societys muſt, diſ- 
band. This methinks is very bold, as 
if God had no other way of preſerv- 
ing Humare Society, but according to 
our fancies,and Scheme of Politichs, but 
however it concludes ſufficiently a- 
gainſt the Dr. for if Humane Society 
cannot be preſerv'd, but by the Au- 
thori:y of an Uſtrper, and if God will 
preſerve Humane Society, it muſt be 
.conclu that he hath given his 
Authority to him that Poflefles the 
Throne,then he had given his Authority 
to Athalizh,or elſe all theſe dreadful con» 
ſequences muſt follow, and the Society 
of Fudeb muſt disband, and come to 
nothing. But then if it did not necel- 
Grly follow, that ſuch ftrange things 
m 


come to paſs in the fix years of 


Athaliabs Qſurpation ;, or however that 
that was net a ſuflicient Reaſon 
Transfering their Allegiauce to ber, 


CE 


then 'tis plain. that the Dr's. Argu- 

ment, ſrom the Nature of the thing 

is not true, Nor does he conclude” 
rightly from-it» And che Caſe is the 

ſame in what follows, 

2. 1 would ask (ſays he) whether the 
Care of my own preſervation, and publick_ 
duty, &c- do oblige me- in Conſcience 
to obey, and ſnbmit 10 the Government, 
and the Prince, whogoverns, and 10 wiſh, 
and pray for, and do my utmoſt 10 ended- 
ver their proſperity}, if it does, this is 
the ſame with Allegiance, and then we 
may ſwear it too}, if not, then ] am at 
liberty to dit urb the Government ; and bow 
(ſays the Dr.) does this comribute tothe 
ſafety, and Tranquility of Humane Soci- 
ries? Thatqueſtion it does not concern 
me to anſwer ;, But this I ſay, that if it 
proves that we are bound in conſciefee, 
for the ſafety of ſocieties,to- pray for,and 
to endeavour the proſperity of an. U- 
ſurped Government; it proves alſo that 
the people of Fudab, were oblig'd in 
Conſcience to do the ſame for Atbalieb; 
and if i« does not prove that , then 
it does not prove, that the Tranquillity 
of Humane Society is a(ufficient Reaſon 
to Oblige men in Conſcience, toSub* 
mit ro, to pray for, and to- Endeavour 
the Proſperity of an Uſurper.. 

3s Tuppoe the Government d uot 
think it ſelf ſafe , to leave men 4! 
libenty to- diffurb it, but d require 
au Oath of Fidelity, which is the Uni- 
verſal Prafliſe of a Governments, what 
ſhould the Subjetts of Fudeb do in thi; 
Caſe? Why truly there is no remedy, 
ag nr een ſwear, _—_— Dr. tells 
us, every Man e the Oath, 
5, when be the Baer hero 
pe, : this, but the 
utter Ruine, and deflrution of the Nati- 
on. But tben if all this, and ten times 
more would not prove, that the People 
of Fudeb might Lawfully ſwear Alle- 
giance to Arbalieh, then it will prove 
that the Dr. is miſtaken in his Argu- 
ment, and- nothing can be concluded 
trom it, I ſhall paſy over his next 
reaſon, 
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Reaſon, whith notwithſtanding is e- 
qually applicable to. the fame purpoſe, 
and come to-his tl4 of 

5. Which is coricerning thepreſamed 
conſent of the ejetted Prince. Now (ſays 
the woo we will preſume, we ſboul4 
preſume alt that is reaſonable, i. &. al 
rbas is -merefſary for the preſervation of 
his Subjetts, when be can Govern them 
no longer, and then we may preſume bis 
oonſexs 70 Oaths of Allegiance \, all this 
I hope may be preſum'd as well in 
Fudab, as any other Country. But now 
the Dr, comes to Clench the Bufineſs, 
_ and tho be will not met her 
Lnefion , whether 4 King leving bis 
K ingdoms in « fright > abdication? yet 
this (faith he) ove may reaſonably pre 
Jaume, that 4 King who forſakes bis King 
dom to conſult bis own ſafety, will give bis 
—_— leave 'to Conjult theirs ;, ! this 

iu juſtific a King to ſave bimſelf by 
leaving bis K ingdom , why will it not 
juftifie Subjes, when their King bes left 
them, to ſubmit end comply with the pre- 
vatling Powers, as far as is neceſſary to 
preſerve themſelves ? That is, even by 
Ozths of Allegiance, if that be neceſſary. 
Now let us Transfer this to the King- 
dom of Fadab, A4thal ab bad kill'd as 
many of the Kings children as ſhe could 
find tomake way for her ſelf, and Foaſh 
was taken away to ſave bis life. And 
thereſore the People of Fudah might 
Conſult their ſafery, and to ſave their 


places, and might become 
her Subjets, and pay her the ſame 
Allegiance as was dve to the moſt Law- 


Ful Prince 'in the World, and fear 
an Oath of Fidelity ro'her to defend 
her againſ all men, even againſt bim, 


whom .. they - own'd © , and acknow-, 


'd had rhe Right-to the Throne. 
For (&ith the Dr.) Self-prefervation 


is 85 maich x Taw 10" Subjets 5 10 the 


Prince. But then, if it dots not prove 
that, then [the Biſhop is in the Right, 
andthe Dr. inthe wrong. And what» 
' ever elſewe may do to preferve the 

Society's, and our ſelves, We may not 


(V) 


| dom-of Fudth was I} 


ſwear Allegiance, nor own the Autho- 
rity of au Uſurper, 

- And now are not theſe pure Argu- 
ments ? The inſtance the Dr. pre- 
tends to anſwer, ſets them in a clear 
light, and diſcovers the fallacy of them 
better than any traines of diſcourſe, 
The Dr. knows, that an Argument 
that proves too' much, is as faulcy as 
one that proves roo little; Every body 
fees that they prove nothing 1n that 
caſe that has reſpett tro them,and there- 
fore they prove nothing in ours, and 
with reſpe& to us; for there is not 
one Argument (if it have any force) 
but what equally concludes for their 
ſubmiſſion to an Uſurper, as for us; 
for the ends of Government are the 
fame in all Countrys, and ſelf-Preſer- 


: vation, and Preſervation of Society, and 


the neceſſity of Government in order to 
it. All theſe are the ſame with reſpect 
to Fudah as to any other Society, for 
I hope Gods entail did not make the 
preſervation of the Society to be a 
leſs duty in them than in others. If 
it be ſaid the Providence of God will 
Wiki care in ſuch extraordinary caſes, 
1-fay fotoo; but then this is Univer- 
ſal likewiſe, and the. Dr. ' who hath 
talked ſo mach of Providence, might 
have let us have ſome of it here, where 
"tis ſeaſonable and proper, and the 
Application true ;, in all ſuch treights 
and difhculties, we muſt refer our 
ſelves to Gods Providence, to find out 


-a way for the ſafety of our ſelves and 


the Socety, and not make a way for 
our ſelves, and att unwarrantably ;, and 
T am certam we have more ground to 
hope that God'Will preſerve us and 
onr Society, by keeping ſtriftly to our 
duty, than by taking up unjuſtifable 
methods of our. own. A Kingdom can 
barfly be ſuppoſed to be in greater 
ftrerzhes in this miatrer, then the King 
oe fix. Years 

of #tbelizÞs Uſurparion,” but for all 
at, theſe formitable © buſi of 
tsbanding Societies, of rutning a Nati- 
on 
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om, was no reaſon at all for their 
(wearing. to. her, but they truſted 


Gods Providence, and 6 muſt we; - 


which ( as the Dr. can tell us when 
it ſerves his turn) tehes care of af 
extraordinary Caſes, and there we muff 
lexve them. 

What follows in the Dr. is- mighty 
fine: #e does wot think that Protethion 
and Albegiance \, but be thinks Govern- 
ment and AMlegiance are ſuch relatives, 
as the one cannot ſubſet without rhe 
other, if the Prince canmot Govern, the 
People cannot Obey, and therefore for- 
ſooth, becauſe they cannot obey him, 
they mvſt fight againſt him and kill 
him, and do their utmoſt to ruine 
him : for ſaith he, As far as be quits 
bis Government be quits their (his Sub- 
jets) Allegiance, and leaves bis Subjefts 
«s be does bis Crown, 10 be ed by 
another ;, that is, ſo ſoon as Foaſh was 
taken away and hid, the Subjefts were 
forthwith diſcharged of their Allegi- 
ance to him, and they as well as his 
Crown, were to be poſlefſed by Atha- 
lieb; for as the Dr. ſays, He may 
Gave a Legal Right to both, but be can- 
not aFually bave the Subjet#s Allegiance 
without the Crown:, nor can" Subjetts pay 
bim their Allegiance without bis being 
reſtored to the Poſſeſion of bis Throne, 
wo more than they can obey, when be can- 
w# commend. Now the Dr. tells us, 
This is as-certaim as any jon in 
Zogic: And for all that, it is as plain 
a cy as ever | met with, and the 
inſtance before us lays it open, and 
as the Dr. Was the, Reftoring Fo 
to the” Throne an A of their Alle» 
grance or no? If not, What was 


 4t? But Fit was,;then Allegiance follows 
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the Perſon of the King, tho he be out 
of the - Poffeffron of the Throne. 1 
know the Dr, tells us, That FOASH 
wes fell Anvimel, and Proclaimed 'be- 
fore- awj one ſtirred 'a finger f8tinf 
AY K ALTA Bur iF that niade any 
#\teration -in the matter, had A4tbali- 
#b come but an hvur ſyoner, the Subs» 


and were bound'in ConſGence to ſtant” 
by her, and'if ſhe required it'to have 
knocked Fozfh on the head, as 2 Ca» 
pita! Enemy to 'her Government. But 
the Dr. knows well enough, that his 
Anointing and Proctaimiog, 'did not 
make him King, bur rha ceoplng 
to theRules of Succeffion it that an 
vther Kingdoms) he was King all the 
time of Arbaliab's Uſurpation, and Al- 
legiance was due to him, and upon 
the account of that they reftored him. 
And then it follows,. that Allegi 
is due to a Prince, tho his 
be poflefled by an Uſurper., The 
Foundation the Dr. builds all this 
upon is a miſtake, 4nd thet is, That 
Government and - Allegiance are ſuch Re> 
latives as dg SE PONERE 
ET TOLLERE. Now by | Govern- 
ment the Dr. means the aQual Ad- 
miniſtration of jt. And then'Govern- 
ment and Allegiance are 'ſo far from 
being ſuch Relatives, that they areno - 
Relatives at all, they are only the Ads 
of Relatives, and to ſay the Atts of 
Relatives are Relatives, is ſo far from 
being as certain, 4s any Ay nouy in 
Logic, that it is ical Non-ſence; it 
is to Tay that the Aﬀual Government 
of a Maſter, and the Obedierice of 
Servants are Relatives; ſo that, if a 
Maſter be ſpirited away, or taken Cap- 
tive, ſo as.he can give no Direftions 
in his Family, .nor aQually govern it, 
his Servants .immediately ceaſe to be 
, his Servants, and the Relation 'is ex- 
'tinQ, and when in Tome time after he 
recovers his Liberty and returns to his 
Family, he finds his Houſe thrown 
out at windows, or his Servants flown, 
or his Family beſtuwed upon another 
Maſter 'that will govern. ir, for they 
"have nothing © to do with 'him; the 
Relation was -only between his aftual 
Government ..and their Obedience : 
. And. ſaith the Dr. When one of the Re- 


"Tatives is loſt, the Relation is deftroy'd, 
C 


and 


I" 


#nd nothing but the Memory of it left. 
The Relation is only between, King 


and Subjeft , and the Aftual Admini- 


tration of Government of the one hand 
and paying Allegiance on the other , 
are but the Afts of that Relation, and 
Conſequential to it, but are not Re- 
htives themſelves; nor do they, matus 
fe ponere (f 1ollere ;, if a Subjett is ta- 
ken Captive, or otherwiſe hinder'd 
from paying AQfual Allegiance, is the 
Relation loft , and does he therefore 
immediately Ceaſe to be a Subjef ? 
And therefore neither doth a King ; 
if he be binder'd from the Attual Ad- 
miniſtration of Government, ceaſe to 


be a King; but hath the, ſame Right 
to our lence , in and out of Poſſeſ- 
fion : Allegiance was due to Foaſh, be- 
fore he Adﬀually adminiſtred the 
Government; Nay, when an Uſurper 
Aftually adminiftred it, and ſo it was to 
David, tho he fled out -of the Coun- 
trey. Before I have done with this 


inſtance, there is another thing to be - 


remark'd from it, the Dr. in his 
Preface tells ws concerning Schiſm, 
that the Principles, a Pamwphlet pro- 
ceeds upon, are ſuch as would have 
made all the Fews Schiſmaticks , when 
the High Prieft be@me_ Annual, and 
makes the Greek Church Schiſma- 
ticks, as often as the Grand Seignior 
changes their Patriarch. Now I have 
but one queſtion to ask him, and it 
is in the inſtance before us, ſuppoſe 
Athaliab ſhould have depos'd Feboiada, 
and put another High Prieft in his 
place, who were the Fews bound in 
Conſcience to Communicate with ! 
Or does he believe they wonld have 
deſerted Feboiads, and have joyn'd 
themſclves any more to Athaliab's 
High Prieſt, than they did to Athe- 
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David , and for that Reaſon they: 
ought not. to Submit to an Uſyrper, 
but this is ſo far from being a Reaſon, 
why , they may Submit to one in 0- 
ther Kingdoms, where entayles are 
made by. Laws, that it is a Reaſon, 
and a very good one, why they 
ought not : For Gods entayling the 
Crown of TFudab, was the Law of 
that Kingdom in that reſpe&, and the 


poets of other Kingdoms are as much ' 
u 


nd to obſerve their own Laws, as 
the people of Fudzb. were theirs. All 
Humane Laws that are juſt, bind in con- 
ſcience, and (according to the Dr's own 
Principles) Theſe Laws were made 
by God's Authority. So that the 
Dr. miſtakes the Queſtion we -do 
not oppoſe Humane Laws to Gods 
Authority, but we oppoſe Laws, that 
are made by God's -Authority, and 
which are a Rule to us, to Providence 
which is no Rule. When Gol en- 
tayl'd the Crown upon Davids Poſte- 
rity , they had then a Legal Right 
to it, and ſo hath every Family in 
other Kingdomes upon which an en+ 
tay] is made by the Reſpeive.Laws 
of the Countrey. King Charles the 
Second had as gond a Right to the 
Crown of England, as Foeſb had to that 
of Fudab,andCro » wells Uſurpation.was 
no more a bar to him, nor gave Crome 
well by his Poſſeſſion of the Throne, 
any more Right to our than 
Athaliabs was againſt Foaſh; or then 
her. Pofſefhon m——_ a Right to the 
Allegiance of people of Fudeh : 
ve other Political Laws to his 

as well as this of Succeffion, 
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ef the Land of Canzen, to etch Tribe 
and family was mllotted, and appointed 
by Gods Expreſs Command, but the 
Poffſefhons in all other Countries, are 
only by his Providence. And there- 
fore (according to the Dr's way of 
Realoning) every man that wrongfully 
pofſe(s'd himſelf of another Mans Eftate 
in that Land, maſt be made to re- 
Kore it; for God had Expreſly giren it 
to the other, and to his tamily, But 
m all other Countries, if a Man by 
Providcace, get his Neighbours Eftate, 
he muſt have it; for the event is Gods 
att, and tis his Evident Decrze, and 
Council, that he ſhould have it, and 
Pag. 25, fodeny it, i510 ſay that God as well as 
men, is confin'd 10 Sumane Laws indiſe 
puſing of Eſtates. But now if this 
be falſe Reaſoning, and ſuch atts of 
providence are no ſign that it 
1s Gods will he ſhould have the e- 
frate, but the Laws of the Land mnſt 
take - place notwithtanding Then 


it is plain the Dr's Diſtin@ion is vain, - 


and there is not that difference in this 
Refpe@, between the Laws that God 
himſelf makes, and thoſe that are made 
by his Authority; for God gave the e- 
ſtates of private men to them and 
their heirs, as expreſly as he did en- 
tayl the Crown upon Davids fami- 
ly» 

Therz is one thing the Dr. afferts, 
which (if it were true) would over- 
throw all that 4s ſaid, and therefore 
deſerves to be confidered; and that is, 
that the Laws of the are the Rule 
of Conſcience, when they do not comradi# 

Pag. 52+ the Laws of God, but when they do, they 
are wo Kules to us , but their ___n 
muſt give place to # Divine F 
Now if (in the preſent caſe) the Dr. 
could prove this as ſtrongly, as he 
afhrms it, he hath gained the cauſe ; 


for there is no diſpute , . but we 
muſt Obey the Laws of God, before 
thoſe of men ! But where is this Law 
of God that commands us to Obey 
Uſurpers? Where is it ever. affirm'd'in 


(1) 


Scripture in Expreſs Terms, or 'De- 
duced from thence by evident Con- 
ſequence ? This Law had need be 
very clear and evident, and the Dr. had 


. need be very ſure of it, when he builds 


not only his book, but his Prattiſe vp- 
on it, in plain Contradiftion (by his 
own Confeflion) to the Laws of the 
Land. He owns the Laws of the Land 
are the Rule of Conſcience, and -if 
thoſe be clear and certain, and it be 
doubtful , and uncertain, whether the 


other be the Law of God or no, Un- 


byaſs'd Conſcience would ſoon Deter- 
mine the Caſe, that we are bound to 
follow that which is certaig and plain, 
rather than that which is doubtful 
and obſcure : Now that it is not 
clear, that there is ſuch a Law of God, 
is evident not only from the Contro- 
verfies about it in the late diſmal 
times of Uſurpation , but that no * 
learned men could ever eſpy this 
Law, before the times of Fobn Good- 
wyn, and the Dr. muſt have a great Q- 
pinion of his own judgment , if he 
think that himſelf, Fobs Goodwyn, and 
Mr. Eaton, can bear up the Authority 
of this interpretation againſt all the 
world. The Dr. himſclf tells us with 
my 2et to the =_ of Princes, has 
theſe are great diſputes 4 [ earned Pag. 19. 
Men, at bow then ſbould Unlearned 4 
Men underfiand them ! And ] cannot 
think (ſaith he) that the Reſolution of Con- 
ſcience in ſuch matters as all mankynd are 
concern'd in, ſhould depend upon ſuch Ni- 
ceties as Learned Men hens cannot 
agree in. And is not this the Caſe of 
the Main Principle, and indeed the 
only material Argument in his whole 
Book ? And it concludes more ſtrongly 
inſt him; for the Current Judgment 
Learned Men is an the other fide, 


and” not many, if an Man 
beſides himſelf, ever Fn ore was 
ſuch a Law,, or Concurced” with him 
in. his interpretation of Scripture.;.ſo 
that, if he could give a plauſible ac- 
count of his owa interpretation, it 

would 


- = 
» a oy es 4 4 


Pag. 11s 


would harlly be ſufficient to warrant 
fuch- a Book, or ſach a Praftice, con- 
rrary to a plam and known Rule, and 
about which there is otherwiſe no 
*"Controverſie. And this 1 take to be 
a ſofficiert Anſwer; however, I ſhall 
briefly Corfider what he urges from 


Scri . 

fe Teſtimonies he Cites from 
the Old Teftament , That God giveth 
K ingdoms 10 whomſoever be” will, that 
be removes £ ings, and ſerteth up K ings, 
Dan. 4. 17. & 2. 21. 37. are 
certainly True, but nothing to his 
Purpoſe; for God did always ſet up, 
and remove Kings; but this was no E- 
ridence that God would have Uſurpers 
obey'd as Kings, as is evident in the 
Caſe of Atbaliah, And God did as 
much remove Kings, and ſet up Kings 
in the Kingdom of Fudab, as in any 0- 
ther Kingdom. And therefore it can- 
not from theſe Expreffions be nece(- 
ſarily concluded , That every Perſon 
that gets Poffeffion of the Throne, 
is a King, and ought to have the 
Dnties aq ay, to a King, payd to 
him. But the Truth is, the Doftor 
throughout his Book, begs the - 
frion; He takes it for granted, That 
every Ufurper is, a King, when that 
is the Thing to be proved; and-he 
knows all Learned Men deny that an 
Ufarper is a King, as Athaliabh was 
mo , though The had got the 
Poffe of . the Throne; And what 
Kings to an Uſurper, 
ing. However, when 
Perfons have on of the Throne 
who have a Legal Title, cither by 
Deſcent," or other Acquifiti 


jon , and 
who are Kings. by the Conſent of all 
Mankind, it is. plain, that God ſets 
them And” it cannot neceflarily 
ths oP that any more is mcant 


te conc 

'by God's fetting up" Kings. And if 
'&, taninoat be rily concluded, 
: then here is not ftom thence any ſuf- 


ficient Warrant, to call every Uſur- 
per God's King, and to pay Dutics to 
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them accordingly; as Atbaliah was 
not God's Queen, though ſhe had 
Poſſeffion of the Throne, and though 
God remov'd, and ſet up Kings then, 
as well as in any other Age. 

His Teſtimony from the New Te- 
ſtament is, Kom. 13. 1, 2, Let evety 
Soul be Subje& to the Higher Powers, 


for all Power is of God, &c. Now by 


Powers (contrary to the current of all 
£00 interpreters) the Dr. underftands 
ſurped as well as Lawful Powers; 
And His Reaſon is becauſe the Scripture 
makes no diſtintion between K ings, and 
Uſurpers. Now I had thought the 
Caſe of Athaliab had been a diftioQi- 
on, and had this Precept been given 
in thoſe days, I wonder whether any 
bady weuld have doubted of whom it 
ought to be underſtood, whether of 
Athaliab, or Foaſh. - But (faith the 
Dr.) If the Apoſtle bad intended ſuch 4 
diftindion, be ought v0 beveſaid it in ex- 
preſs words. And why ſo I pray ? Do's 
not the nature of the thing ſufficiently 
diſtinguiſh it ? And are there not ge- 
neral Rules about Right and Wrong, 
which extend to all Perſons and Ca- 
ſes? Does not the Dottor himſelf tell 
us , that St. Peter explaines St. Paul, 
Submit your ſelves to the King (i. C.) 
faith the Dr. in St. Paul's Phraſe to the 
Higher Powers ;, and is there any need 
in ſuch injuotions to diſtinguiſh be- 
tween a King and no King? The 4- 
poſtle Exhorts to Gbey them that bave 
Kule over you, meaning 
the Goſpel 1, .now the Apoſtle makes no 17» 
dittiation between Lawful Miniſters, 
and pay ; and therefore if _-_ 
Man can but get a Congregation, be 
muſt be the perſon uaderftood in this 
Precept, and the Dr. knows there has 
been as much Uſyrpatiog of the Mini- 
as ever was of Civil 'Goverament. 
In Wager cha De's Realog or his inter- 
pretation 45agai im,. There has £- 
n a Diſtingdion-in the World 
between Legal and ,ſurped Powers, 
and *ris probable caough that St. ry 
(who 


ing the Miniſter of #5. 13. 


Pag. 34+ 


{who $2: © Learned'a Many: 


Obedience: to Uſurpell: Powers , Tiv- 
probable 'he would have ſaid { "ir 1 thie- Barth is the 
expreſs Terms; but -fince he never” 


ſaid fo, we have Reaſon: ro condude 
he never. intended it. 


4 In Anſwer to the Author, it is \ 
aflerted above; That his Interpretati+ ' 


on. (and the' fame may be ſad of the 


Dr's-) juſtifies an unreaſonable and” 


impious Dofrine, by making? the Aﬀts 
or Permiſhons of Providence, a Rule 
for PraRiſe, _ Right and _Juftice; 
Something of this the Dr. takes No- 
tice of, and puts it into an Objeſtion. 
Huve not Pyrates and Robbers as good 
4 Title to my Purſe, as an Uſuyper bas'to 
the Crown? Does not the Providence 
of God order and diſpoſe all theſe cvems ? 
To which the Dr. thus Anſwers; The 
Diſpate is nor about Humane end Legal 

ight in cither Caſe, but about Autho- 
ri: now 0. Man pretends that Thieves 
and Pyrates. bave' God's  Authori- 
ty, 1 Anſwer, What is this to the 


Uſurper?: And if Vofleffion of Aurbe. 
rity by Providenne , © gives a Right to- 


it, Why does not the Pulſcfhon of my' 
Pſe, by thie ſame Providence, give a 


Right to it? The Dr. puts it into 
won, #ve-wt Robbers as ' 


the Objtion 
good: & Title' to my Purſe, as an Uſur- 
per to the Crown? And it is certaiti 
they bare cas good” 2 -TiHE, ' for they 
hare the very. ſame. ' 1 grant; That 
R_, Purſe,' and! taking Authority, 
ars Two Things,” and ſo are' alſo U- 
ſurpation- and Right. But the Que- 
ſion is about Providence , and that 
is the- ſame; he that takes a Parſe;” 
takes it! by: Providence, #s/ well as he 
that- takes -a” Throne 5 and* if Provi- 
dence: gives a'Right, the one hath 
it as: well! ds the other. But, The 


Seripacre ( ith the Dr.) cxpreſly tes 


(13) 
knew 
ittand it be had intended\co enjoyn-* 


xs, that" oms: ave diſpel of "Grd; * 
that all PSs ya of *Gvd ; and does 
n& the ſanie Scripture tell us, that 
d's, and the Ful- 
neſs thereof, that he diſpoſeth of it as 
he ,. that when FJob- was 
rob'd, he ſaid, The Lord bath taken 
awe) + Butif the Scripture: had not 
ſaid ſo, the 'Dr. ſays it ; for he tells 
us all Events are Gods AR and Deed. 
And ther it muſt follow, that the Poſ- 
ſcion of my Purſe by a Thief, is as 
much God's Decree and Council, as 
the Poſſeſſion of the Throne, The 
Dr. founds all this in Go&s Creation : 
God. ( faith he ) is the Natural Lord 


Creature any to Govern the 
World, or any Purt of it, but as be 
receives from God. And 


ſpefts ? Are not all Mens Eſtates God's 
as well as Authority * And has any 
Man a'Right to- his Eftate, but what 
God gives him? And does it thence 
follow, that ever any Man can get by 
Providence h it be never (0 


That tis a more certam Sign to us, 
that the Pofſeffion of Power by Pro- 
vidence, gives any more Right to it, 
than the Pofſeffion of Goods, or an 

Kate gives'a Right to. them. 

5, It is before afferre®, That the 
Aznthorg Interpretation reproaches the 
Vertus- and- Loyalty of theſe admira- 
ble Men that d between the 
Years 42 and 69," And the very _ 
does the Dr's Interpretation, and alt 
tis Argaments=''- Now | this the -Dr- 
takes Notice'sf, but” ſays it is only 


& PYefiedies,- bus wo Argument , vor can P4g- 4<+ 


be fornt'4 imo ant Hpma, And why 
not I pray?” "Thad wer yy, 
ment fron” Example had been an Ar- 

D gument, 
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the Noftrils of the World. And cer- 
tainly ſuch Examples as thefe, have 
their Weight, and deferve from us, 


and all ia the Wortd, high 
Veneration- And it may juſtly move 
any Mans Indignation, to ſee the 
Worthys of the World, and of our 
Church , mock'd and diminiſh'd, and 
repreſented as Knaves or Fools, and 
all to ſupport a mean and pitiful Ar- 
gument, that has nothing in it. How- 
ever, the Dr. owns, that this is a Pre- 
judice . and fo it is, and a very con- 
fiderable 
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| Conſemt and Submifios;, for the Rumyp 


frequently cheng'd and 
J 
modeil'd ;, and they bad not « Natjondl. 


was not & Parliament , - nor the Repres- 
ſematiues of the Nation. Now the Dr. 
maintains, That Submiſſion is dae to- 
uUfurped Powers, by what ill Means 
ſoever they attain it: And that I 
think is Anſwer enough , That the 
Vilanies he mentions, makes no Dif- 
ferencein his Argument ; The barba- 
rous Uſage indeed, made ſome Diffe- 
rence in point of Intereſt, but none 
in point of Conſcence ;, for if they 
were bonnd in Conſcience to ſubmit, 
they were {o, notwithſtanding ſuch- 
Uſage ( Yid. Dr- Sherlock's Caſe of 
ance) But the Truth is, 
met with ſuch UWWage , becauſe 
they did not ſubmit; if they would 
haveſubmitted, and tnrn, and become- 
Parties to the Government, they 
would have uſed them very kindly ; 
and it may be, have reftor'd their E- 
ſtates, and Zivings. As to the Riſbopy, .. 
Deans, and. Clergy, the Caſe is con- 
cerning Civil Government, not Eccle- 
fiaſtical; and-T do not find they were- 


. bound to- Abjure Epiſcopacy; and I 
hope being dilabled: to 2 
Living, elpecially if it be a-good one, 


that be the Caſe, King william--had 
haſt come;care 00 heap md the Diſſes 
r elſe of 


( 
eat uſurp apo the Parliament, muſt 


not. But h the Dr.) the Go- 
vernment on not my if he a 
prove thi might let all the re 
—_— wh —_y_ not Oe 
Becauſe it was frequently chang'd'; but 
one of choſe Changes was a 
Settlement, if the Dr's Notion of a 
S:ttlement be right, and Cromwel was 
'd of the Throne for Five 
Years, and more fully and quietly than 
the Preſent Government, all Scotland 
and Ireland, as well as England, was 
in his Hands But as the National 
Conſent in Parliament, that is indeed 
of our Conftitution, but what is 
that to Uſurpation, which may uſurp 
as well npon all Branches of the Cpn- 
ftitution, as upon one. The Dr. teHs 
us," that Legal Rights is not in the 
Queſtion, God' is above Law, and to 
whom he gives Authority, muſt be 
obey'd, and the Pofſefhbn of it is an 
Evidence that [:c gives it. And if 
Cromwel pofleſs' Authority of 
* Kings, Lords and Commons, why then 
he had God's Authority I all theſe 
Reſpefts, and ought to have been o- 
bey'd. And let any Man read' the 
Dr's Notion of a Settlement, ( and 
he tells vs, he deſpairs of ever ſeeing 
nother} and' try if it wilt not fit 
Eromwel' ir all Reſpefts, juſt as if it 
had been made for him. 


But there is one thing more yet 
behind, and that is an Argument from 
Intereft;, and- that 1 ſuppoſe is not 
much better than an Argument from 
Example: I the Late Times ( faith 
he) of Rebellion, ll the Friends of 
Monarchy, &t, were bound im Imterett 
10 take all Opportunities to yeffore the 
King: but were they not bound in 
Conſcience to the contrary * IF they 
were not, all the Dr's Arguments 
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were nothing ;, if they were, then he _ 


has given a very Honourabe Chara- 

Ker of theſe excellent Men, that they 

preferr'd their Intereli- to-their Con- 
/ w 


S——_ 
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ſciences, which if any man can be- 
lieve, then I will engage to believe 
all the Argaments in the DoQtor's 


Feſore Tend'this, I ſhall offer the 
Dr. one Argument, and it is this: If 
Poffeffion of Soveraign Power, contra- 
ry to Law, b- God's Anthority, and 
oughtto be obey'd, then whatever So- 
veraign Power a Prince poſſefſes him- 
ſelf of, is likewiſe God's Authority, 
and ought to be obeyed : Fer, the 
formal Reaſon of Obedience to ſuch 
a Prince is, becauſe he hath God's 
Authority ;, and the Evidence that he 
hath that Authority, is, becauſe he is 
pofſeſs'd of Soveraign Tower. And 
therefore, ſo far as a Prince can is 
himſelf ofSoveraign Power, ſo he 
hath God's Authority, and ought to be 
obeyed. Now I take it for granted, 
and the Dr. will not deny it, That to 
be Abſolute and Arbitrary is not incon- 
ſiſtent with" the nution of Soveraign 
Power: If therefore a Prince in a 1i- 
mitted Monarchy, reſolves to be arbi- 
trary, ( which the Dr. grants may 
very eafily be, when he has all the 


Power of the Kingdom in his hands, p, 134. 


and mrft not be reſiſted) to make his 
Will the Law, and ts exerciſe an ille- 
gall Power; he muſt de obeyed, as. 
God's Authority,whatſoever the Laws 
of the Land ſay to the con . 
For, the Dr. tells us, That when 1 
Laws of the Land contradif the Laws 
of God, they are no Rule to us, but their 
Obligation mud give place to Divine 
Authority i. e; When God gives a 
Man Authority ;, and that is ( accor- 
ding to tim ) when he is by Provi- 
dence” pofſefled of it, he myſt be. 
obeyed, notwithſtanding any Injunfti- 
on of Human Laws. 
Jndge were to adminifter Juſtice ac- 
oF ing to the Laws, or, if he does 
ſwear, he is obliged to it; yet if 
the King command him to give Sen- 
tence without Tryah, or forms of Law, 


Caſe of 


ref 
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So that if x 


he * 


_ 


— 


| 


\ 


'be. is bound te do it, forthe oblj 
tion he has to the Laws muſt give 
place to the'Antbority of God, which 


rhe "King is poffefſed of; - And then, 
alas what will become of us, who 
refug'd- to,read the Declaration, and 
the Gentlemen of Magdalen Colege? 
we. thought the Laws were our Rule, 
and they their,Statates, and ſo it ſeems 
they were ; but if they cbatradifted 
the Authority of God. as they did, if 
they contradifted the Power the King 
was poſſefied of , their Obligation 
ceasg'd, Now, I ſuppoſe, no. body at 
that time difputed K. F's Power, if 
he had only commanded them to 
chaſe another Preſident contrary to 
their Statutes and their Oaths, and 
had not been able to Cruſh them, if 
they refuſed, (the Dr's Charatteriftick 
of a Settlement in the Poſſeſſion of 
Power) then the Statutes were their 
Rule, and were bound in Con- 
ſcience to them ; but- if he 
—_ able to Cy .themn, ( as . what 
ie aftually did he was.. certainly. able 
to-do) then their gation was to 
give place. to the Authority of God, 
mani by Pofſeffioa of Power, 
and they were bound. in. Conſcience 
fo obſerve his Command, contrary to 
their Statutes and Oaths, in obedience 
to. Gad's Authority, which is ſaperiour. 


Now, this.is a. pretty plain Caſe ; 
and if the Drs Argoments. be good, 
then we our ſelves, and the  Fellaws 
of Magdalen College, upon pretence of 

beying the Laws, .haye ,anly been 
diſabeying God's Authority+. for, the 
aſſuring, an J0ggal Power. is-no more 
againſt the Laws, than lege and 
Oſurped Pomers;,, and God, w be 

ives Aathority , is .confin'd -to Gur 
| om and -Conſtitution no more, in 
the cxtentrof Power, than inthe Pex- 
fon ;, and the only Evidence: that 
have, that God.. gives. it.,. is Pok 
ſeſhon of it by, Providence; - and 
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whatſoever Power & Prince. is 


{cd of, bath, the. ſame Evidence, an | 


conſequently. is/a Branch. of the ſame, 
Authoricy. Ang @77 . Poms. 
not inconſiſtent with the! notion of 


Soveraiga Power, and whatever Limir © 


tations of Government there are now, 
in the World, they. are only Limita- 
tions. made by Human Laws,. and of 
no force. againſt God's: Authority ; 
That is, in ſhort, there can be no- 
thing ſaid to | 


juſtifie Obedience 'to a 
Pofleifar of the Throne contrary: to 
Law , but. what is of equal force to 
juitine Obedience to the exerciſe or 
atts of. /leg#l Power, coutrary to Law ; 
and the Conſcience is as much,obli- 
ged to one as to the other; and that 
is, That it is not the Laws of the 
Land, hut the Power of the Prince, 
which is the Rule of - Conſcience, 
And here is the plain Queſtion 5 
Had the Gentlemen of Magdalen 
College comply'd with the. Will and 
Power of the King, contrary 'to their 
Statutes and their. Oaths, had they in- 
ſo doing been. perjur'd ?-4f they had; 
then the Laws are to be a Rule, 
contrary to the Polſeffion of Power, 


let that Poſſeffion have never foruach 
- Providential Evidence of God's 


rity, and let the Perſon . ſo /poffefle 
be never ſo able taCruſh : ! 
Refuſal. But, ghen-it witl follow; that 
all the Dr's Argumer.cs of ellion 
by Providence, conarary te Laws, will 
really ſigaifie .viry little: for, How 
comes an Oath 'to Local Statutes- to 
be. of giare force. than an Oath of 


of. that Society, more- than the Laws 
of a Kingdom ſhould oblige the Suh- 
jets of that Kingdom. If it be Gid, 
That though the King exerciſed ag 
Illegal Power, yet he was got fhroughly 
ſettled in the poſſeſbon of it, becaule 
he bad not a Natiogal- Conſent to 
it : 1] ſay fo top, but mba | 
wi 


* 


©. 


e- 4 
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* 
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that-an illegal Power is not through- 
ly ſettled, nor does bind the Subjett » 
to Obedience, *till it becomes Legal, 
for a National Conſent, may part with 
the Rights of a Nation, as well as the 
Conſent. 6f a Prince may part with 
his ewn Rights. And then it follows, 
that P on of Power, though there 
be Providence, and an wn in the 
caſe, is not a Rule fqr Obedience to 
it, as to the Her os 4 of God, but 
ay the Legality of Power. 

And thus I have Examind all that 
the Dr. offers from the Convecation 
Book, and incidentally the main Prin- 
ciples and” Arguments of his Book : 
And if Waat TI have faid,, be True, 
with Reſpett to the Convocation, then 
I have Anfrwer'd his whole Book, by 
his own Confeffion : For he tells us, 
That 1 may not appear to be fongul ir, ant 
to advance Paradoxes, 1 joall prove it 


from the Dorines and Principles of the 


Church of England. But then, if he 
hath not prov'd it from the Doftrines 
of the Church of England,as be hath not, 
if he hath not prov*4 it from the. Con- 
vocation, then by his own Confeſſion 
he is cingular, and adrances Para- 
doxes ;- and I hope Paradoxes do not 
need to be anſwer'd, let People that 
write them, challenge as much as they 
pleaſe:  And*as for Singularity, I 
confeſs he has ſome Company , but 
ſuch, as he hath no great need to be 
proud of; Fob» Goodwyn, and Eaton, 
and Three or Four more ſuch as They, 
maintam'd the very ſame ;, and he 
t as well have chalieng'd us to 


”. Arſwer them, and it had been to as 


much Purpoſe ;, for they have the ve- 
ry ſanie Arguments. But one would 


have thought among Men of the 
—_— 
© 7% IT believe it would be hard to 
, any fingle judicious Man, who has 


ever own'd His principles, or Sence 
of Scripture, and -any m2n that bath 


of England, the very Naming 
would have .been Anſwering 
Bur tor any other in any Age, 
nd 
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fore, though ſuch Men 
E 


ever heard of this DiſtinAion, 75* 
ranmns fine Titulo, Of Thyrannus exerci* - 
tio, is able to diſcover the Novelty 
of the Dr's Principles; and that he 
does nothing but maintain Paradoxes, 
if to maintain Opinions contrary to 
the general Sence of Mankind, be to 
maintain Paradoxes. 


T fhall Conclude with the Dr. as 
I did with the Author, with a Quo» 
tation to Confirm what-1 kave ſaid, 
and with a Requeſt to him; 


Firſt, My tation ſhall be out 
of Dr. Sherlocs Caſe of Reſiſtance, 
Pug. 127, & Seq. 


Is the' Power of Vidtorious 
Rebels and Uſurpers from 
God > Did OLIVER 
CROMWE L receive 
his Power from God, then it 
ſeems it was unlawful to Re-. 
fiſt him too, or to Conſpire 
againſt him : Then all thoſe 
Loyal. Subjefts, who. refuſed 
to ſubmit to him', when. he 
had got the POWER in- 
to his Hands, were Rebels 
and T raytors ? 


To this I Anſwer. 


| That the moſt proſperous 
Rebel is not the Higher Ps 
wers, . while the NATO 


RAL PRINCE, to whom 
we owe Obedience and Subje> 
Aion is in being: And there- 
may 


get 


We bs. 
et the Power into their bands 
God's Permiſſion, yet wat 
God's Ordinance ; and he 
who Refiſts them, does not Re- 
Aft the Ordinance of God, But 
the Uſurpations of Men, In 
Hereditary Kin! doms; the 
Ang never dies, but the ſame 
Minute that the Natural Per- 
fon of one King dies, the 
Crown deſcends upon the next 
of Blood, and therefore, be 
whe Rebelleth againſt the Fa- 
ther, aud Murders him, con- 
tinues a Rebel in the Reign 
of the Sou, which Commences 
- with-bis Fathers Death, 


Now the Dr. may ſay. perhaps, that 
he has renounced this : But it may 
be true enough, for all-that, and ſo it 
is for any thing he hath ſaid, to the 
contrary in bis.New Book, But to (a- 


tisfie him, I do not quote it for his Au-" 
thority, for whatever" his honefty is, 


as H42z4el gave to Eliſha, when he Pro- 


phetically told- him of thoſe things, 
which he afterwards did, 1s 
thy ſervant 4 Dog, that be 


chang'd his mind, agd [o has the Dr. 


2. My Requeſtto him is, that, when 
he next publiſhes a Book, he will not 


put ſuch an Afﬀertion in the Preface ;. 


Though 1 refus'd the Oaths, 1 never en- 


gaged in any Fation againft it > I never 


made it my buſineſs to diſevede men from 
it, &c. For Never is a time, 
and ſome body, or other, may chance 
to remember, and take notice of it; and 
when they fee ſuch a bold Aﬀertion in 
the Preface, they may be apt to Su- 


peſt , that all the Book is the- ſame. 


piece. 


*\ 


& *» 
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do thi s 2 Ki 5/4 | 


great rhing! But Hazact afterwards g, , 5 
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